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II. BACKGROUND OF ACOUSTIC FLUCTUATION RESEARCH (U)

(C) About 10 years ago, several developments lead to an awareness of the lack of ade-
quate knowledge about fluctuations in the signals and noise always present in acoustic detection
systems. One of these developments was the interest in active undersea surveillance systems.
A number of studies and analyses were undertaken to establish performance estimates as a
function of source level, frequency, array gain, and othcr variables, It became clear that, due
to the long ranges of acoustic transmission, the data rate would be low, and the fading, or
fluctuation, of ccho returns could sericusly impair performance. In addition, it was recognized
that the temporal correlation time was important in determining the effect of ping separation on
statistical independence of pings. The frequencies of interest were in the few hundred hertz
region, with temporal scales from about 1 to 30 minutes. At that time, very little data was

available for use in system performance prediction models.

(C) A second factor which contributed tc the interest in fluctuation was the development
of a family of passive sonar prediction models, of which Anti-Submarine Warfare Program Sur-
veillance (APSURYV) is representative. This model was developed primarily by mathematically
oriented operations research analysts. It was known that a fluctuating signal-to-noise ratio was
characteristic of long range low frequency detection, and therefore a fluctuation was introduced

into the model signal-to-noise ratio through use of a pseudo-normal process. Ore parameter

CONFIDENTIAL 9
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(C) 7 established the correlation interval or "relaxation time" and a second parameter, o esta-
blished a normal distribuiion of signal excess values. Implementation in APSURV (model 1)
was through an Ehienfest random walk incorporated as part of a Monte-Carlo model. Develop-

ers and users of the model asked several questions which could not be adequately answered at

that time:

1. (C) Can we isolate the signal, noise, and other fluctuations, or must we treat the net

signal-to-noise ratio as one fluctuating process?
2. (C) What are the appropriate (coirect) values of relaxation time r and variance o for

the individual (signal, noise, array gain, etc) processes and for the resultant signal-to-noise
ratio?

3. (C) Is the normal distribution an adequate representation of the statistical processes

invoived, or do we need something different?

(C) A third factor which contributed to interest in fluctuation research was the develop-
ment of long line arrays with the attendant question of maximum coherence length. This
motivated investigation of phase fluctuation as a function of spatial position and time, informa-

tion needed by signal processors as well as array designers.

(C) The confluence of these questions and the importance for the Navy led to sponsor
support and subsequently tc several years of effective research into these various arcas of
fluctuaions. In addition, closeiy related subjects such as target scintillation, ship traffic dynam-
ics, source and receiver motion have been investigated. The result has been the production of
a substantial body of information, both daia and theory, which at this time appears to be
unfocused. Answers to many of the original quesiions now exist, but in some cases the results
have not been compiled and disseminated in a form suitable for the potential user. [t must be
remembered that for a user, the most simple, uncomplicated result which 1s adequate for his use, is
what is needed. Thus, a detailed, mathematically elegant model which may provide greai

insight into causes and relationships may be completcly inappropriate for a performance

3 CONFIDENTIAL
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(C) prediction model or for a system designer. In other cascs 1t may be necessary to carry a
great amount of scientific sophistication into a production model in order to meet the require-
ments of the task. Some method must be tound and implemented in which the results of
fluctuation research can be organized, summarized, and in some cases simplified, in terms use-

ful to the users. Who the users are, and what these requirements are, is discussed next.

Acoustic Fluctuation Research —Requirements (U) 3

1. Prediction of Submarine Detection (U)

e el

(C) Developers and users of detection performance models are primarily interested in

amplitude fluctuation of signal, noise, array gain, and in some cases, the variability of operator

and hardware performance. Signal variability involves both source characteristics and transmis-

e A A e e e e

i sion path characteristics. The performance prediction modeler would like to be able to separate

the deterministic, predictable component from: the nondeterministic component, and he wouid

b e m— e, o

like a statistical description of the latter. The statistical description would include the parame-

e i i sk . il

, ters of the distribution and the temporal auto correlation function. Wiih this information for
i cach factor in the sonar eguation, the modeler could accurately estimate the detection perfor-

mance (in a threshoid sense) of a submaring detection systein.

(U) For many purposes combined statistics are adequate, such as combined source and

transmission path fluctuation, array gain and noise fluctuation, and even total signal-excess

fluctuations. The passive sonar equation may be written in several forms, combining terms

differently to allow use of appropriate data or models. The fundamental form is as follows:

e, Bl Ll it b A doall A daL RS S 2R a0 5, Pt s

St=SL - TL — N4+ 858G -NG -RD (1
where
SE = signal excess k|
3
SL = source level ;
.
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(U) TL = transmission loss
N = omnidirectional noise level
SG = signal gain for the receiving array
NG = noise gain for the receiving array

RD = recognition differential or detection threshold

(U) Ideally, the deterministic mean, the statistical variability, the correlation (or dependence)
relative to other terms, and the temporal auto correlation coefficient of each term should be
known. If the signal gain and noise gain terms are combined, the array performance, including

fluctuation characteristics, can be characterized by array gain-

SE=SL —-TL ~-~N+ AG — RD 2)
where

AG = SG — NG = array gain (3)

(U) Similarly, in many cases, it is convenient 1o model or measure noise level and fluctuations

in noise on a beam. Thus:

SE=S8SL —-TL +SG - BN - RD (4)
where

BN = N + NG = beam noise ()

(U) For engagement models which must bc ro-run repeaiedly, where running time is a
significant consideration, the complexity of the fluctuation processes must be reduced to sim-
plest terms. The performance modeler would like 1o know the significance of the statistics of
individual terms as compared to the statistics of signal excess, and whether a statistical descrip-

tion of signal excess is sufficient, or whether individual terms must be handled separately.
2. System Design (U/)

(C) The system designer is interested in acoustic fluctuation processes as they affect the
design of signal processors and receiving arrays. Temporal statistics of amplitude and phase

indicate the length of integration times which may be utilized for coherent and non-coherent

5 CONFIDENTIAL
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(C) processing. Frequency, bandwidth and type of acoustic path are important parameters.
The "coherence length” of an acoustic field determines the maximum size array which will be
effective. Coherence length has statistical properties associated with the fluctuation of phase
across an array aperture, Thus phase fluctuation investigations contribute to the design of
arrays and to an understanding of the variability of array gain. In addition, the development of
inter-array processing (IAP), multi-array processing (MAP), and coherent multi-array process-
ing (CMAP), requires information about the temporal and spatial fluctuations of both phase

and amplitude for widely separated sites.

(U) In an efforl to place these requirements in perspective and to identify users of the

results of fluctuation research, Table 1, on fluctuation parameters has been prepared.

(U) The three major users of results selected are the performance detection modelers, the sig-
nal processing developers and the array designers. In a general cense, all the users are
interested in all the results. However, the users indicated are those considered to be the pri-

mary and most important for the given fluctuation parameter,

CONFIDENTIAL 6
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(U) Table 1 — Research in Acoustic Fluctuation
Parameters and Potential Users (U) v
B T {3
8 g i
(5]
[ = o0 W
. sir| Bl i
Parameter of Research in Acoustic Fluctualions g EL _ ¥ 5 £ -
o c & = 85 Lo B 4
e B c 23 9 57 ]
o O T O 5T 0 3
o
e E s aeD e 1;
g U J T L Erpy —_— - - -d e a e - !
1 1 %
i Source Level SL (for given submaring) :
i
H . mean value as function of aspect (determunisac) X 1
: 2. statistical distribution (over all aspects) X ’i
,, :
: Transmission Loss TL 3
: . . . ; ;
i 1. mean value as function of frequency, ruange, source and receiver depth X ! i
5 2. statistical distribution of temporal amptlitude fluctuation X » i 4
: 3. statisticat distribution of temporal phase fluctuations A N i
. 4. statistical distribution ol spattal amplitude fluctuation X X X i
S. statistical distribution of spatisl phase fluctuation x x
B 6 auvtocorrelation function of temporal amplitude Auctuation X %
i 7. autocorrelation function of tlemporal phase fluctuation X
‘ 8. crosscorrelation function of spatial amplitude luctuation % X -
9. crosscorrelation function of spatial phase fluctuistion X N A
L
, N |
: Ambient Noise N ]
N -
: 1. mean level of ommidirectional ambient noise X k
A . . . . . . ke
) 2. statistical distribution of amplitude fluctuations x X 3
3. temporul autocorrelation function X s
4. spatial crosscorrefution function (spatial coherence) % % Ja
5. statistical distribuiion of spatial amplitude fluctuaion % X » E
Signal Gain SG (for array) 3
H i. mean value X X 3
2. statistical distribution of temporal Qucinations x X :
Noise Gain NG (for array) ;
k-
1. mean valuc x A 3
2. statistical distribution of tempaoral fuctuations X 3
Array Gain AG (= SG - NG) ¥
1. mean value X X E
2. statistical distribution of temporai Ructohons X x e
. Beam Noise BN (= N + NG
: 1. mean value X X
: 2 statistical distribution of -viplitude OQuctuations X \ X
.
: 3. 1temporal gutocorrelat.oe iunclion X
: Signal Excess SE (= 51 - TL - N 4+ SG - NG - RD)
;
1 . .
i 1. mecan as functiod- of range E
; 2. stabisbical deviodhuiion of values x "i
2 . - . 1
’ [_ 3 temporal agtocorrelation function (retaxation lime) X 4
I3 - Tt v - h o : A
; ‘
: o
i |
! 3
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IV, EDITORIAL SUMMARY ANMND SYNOPSIS OF PAPLY%S FRESENTED
AT THE ACOUSTIC FLUCTUATION WoTI XGHOP A
[Unclassified Titlel ’
1. Editorial Summary (U)
(U) The editorial summary which follows is in order of the Workshop Agenda and is
based upon material submitted by the author; with the Roman I and [ after the name for those
presenting more than one paper.
Index to Summary Contents
R. Cavanagh 1
D. Grace
J. Heine
R. Urick
K. Flowers
De Ferrari 1
M. Moll
R. Cavanagh 11
A. Fsbula
1. Dyer
A. Gerlach
R. Spinde!/W. Munk
De Ferrari Il
J. Shooter
é
1
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Workshop Paper: "Beam Noise Fluctuation Models" (U)

Author; R, Cavanagh

Objective; (U) Review beam noise models, and recommend best features of each for specific
applications.

Research Approach: (U) Review models in terms of treatment of ships, transmission loss, and
receiver characteristics. Consider statistical quantities of each, and recommend types of
ensembling,

Models Reviewed: (U) (1) Underwater Systems USI, (2) Bell Lab. BTL, (3) Bolt, Beranek and
Neuman, BBN, (4) Wagner, (5) NABTAM, ORI, USI, NORDA, ect al., (6) Science
Applications DSBN, (7) NORDA (BEAMPL), (8) NRL, SIAM I, (9) NRL, SIAM 1L

Chief Ourpui: (U) Summary of each model’s prediction of beam-noise statistics ensembled over
some specific time (hour, day, week, etc.)

Chief Conclusion: (U) No single mode!' satisfies all requirements.

Outstanding Problems: (U) (1) Need an approach to predict signal plus noise in one frequency
bin, and noise in another.

{2) Need to treat a moving array.

(3) Source levels and locations of ships still not known accurately.
(4) Need evaluation of models, at least for mean values.

(5) Need to understand importance of weak generated noise.

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.
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Cavanagh*
o/
: NNN N "
NN N SURFACE
] N~ N\N\

N
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|
2
i SRR o o o~ it i it el L A s 20 TR

[
O,
1
H
t BOTTOM
{
i
1 Vi
8
i (C) Comparative Review of Beam-Noise Models
Usl NASTAM |
' BTL DSBN
3 Analytic | BBN BEAMPL | Brute Force
g |
4 g WAGNER SIAM LI
3 ;‘ —
P s These are tabulated by how they model the noise N(r).
E i
4 : I
1 | Nt) = ZISL,(r) : (0 . AG(1)
%~ % - l l
i ! intensity transmission  array response
3 Good features of each model are selected and problems presented.

*This sketch is either (1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper. presented for con-
venience of the recader or (2) an actual experiment conducted by others

In all cascs the materil boxed in heavy lines
is the author’s cortribution as reported at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Signal Processor and Fluctuations” (U)

Author: D. Grace

Olyjective: (1) Review the problem of degradation of spatial coherence in muiti-array processing
with increasing integration time and processing bandwidth. Distinguish on a time
difference-Doppler difference plot between peaks caused by platform motion and those
caused by multipath.

Research Approach: (U) Review past experiments of Mohnkern, Sloat, Barbour and Grace,

Chief Parameters; (C} Plots of coherence between signals from one source ariving at two widely
separated arrays versus time difference of arrival and Doppler difference. Plots of sig-
nal coherence versus time-bandwidth product (TW). Spectrum of phase fluctuations.

Chief Results: Mohnkern: (C)
(1) increasing TW product decreases coherence.

(2) increasing the integration time decreases the coherence more than increasing the

bandwidths.

(3) the power spectrum of random signal phase modulation falls off at -30 dB per oc-

tave as would be expected for internal waves.

sloat: (C)
(1) Random course and speed produce small effect on coherence.
(2) Constant course and speed produce large effects.

(3) Measured coherence lower than predicted.

Barbour: (C) Standard deviation of fluctuations in peak location on coherence surfaces

is greater than expected.

Grace: (C) If platform and medium indicate fluctuations are slow, and if differential
Doppler between multipath components is great then coherence peaks due to multipath

and due tc platform motion can be separated.

Pictorial representations of the work of Mohnkern, 5loat, and Barbour are shown next.
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Grace*

MOHNKERN*
MOHNKERN o/ /-—FIXF.D SOUVRCE

/
T SURFACE

312.5 HZ

Y
C’Q

1 FIXED RECEIVER
- (TRIDENT ARRAY)

N ©
[ 4
\Jff
BOTTOM
®
d

(C) Calculate coherence between transmitted PRIN carrier (312.5 Hz) and received

PRN as a function of integration time and processing bandwidth, Calculate power spec-

trum of signal phase modulation.

SLOAT"/O, /
A
15 KNOTS FIXED RECEIVER

/ MID~PACIFIC ARRAYS
Q0N

4ONMI

‘. ’

4

0

(C) Calculate "coherence sutface” (A7, A®) for processing band 1/4 Hz and integration

time 2,4,6,8,16,32 min,, using a 12.5 Hz line from sub.

*This sketch is either (1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper, presented for con-

venience of the reader or (2) an actual experiment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lines
is the author’s contribution as reporied at the Workshop.
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(o) —’ k:
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~
i
(C) Calculate coherence surfaces (Ar, A®) for processing band 1/4 Hz and 2 min. in- 3
3
tegration time, using a 43 Hz signal. Compare actual surfaces with ray trace model and
source-receiver geometry. Calculate statistics of fluctuations in peak coordinates of the ?
coherence surfaces as function of time, A
1
Grace; Use Barbour data to distinguish between coherence peaks caused by platform
motion and those caused by multipath. j
3
k

*This skeich is cither (1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper, presented for con-

© s ik

venicaee of the reader or (2) an actual experimen conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lines

is the author’s contribution as reported at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Effects of Fluctuating Signals and
Noise on Detection Performance" (U))

Authors: J. Heine and J. R, Nitsche

Objecrive; (U) Analyze effect of fluctuations in noise caused by
shipping, and fluctuations in the signal caused by multipath, upon
systems ROC curves.

Research Approach: (U) Mathematical analysis, assuming ocean noise
is not white Gaussian.

Chief Parameters: (U) Random SNR, Random P,

Principal Task: (U) Determine probability distribution of SNR.

1 Temporal Scales: (U} Slow fluctuations of characteristic time 2X to 3X

4 receiver integration time.

iR i ke LI

Principal Result: (U) Presentation of a set of ROC curves modified

i
i
;
3
j

by fluctuations.

Principal Conclusions: (U) Predicted performance improvements based

on non-fluctuating SNR can lead to gross overesiimates.

SN TP APES P TPRURNG po

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.
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Heine and Nitsche*
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:+:==) COMPARATOR I——# ROC i
§
H
!
1
i
§
1
3
i
H
i
!
i
|
I
i
. |
*This sketch is either (1) the edilor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper. presented for con- ’ E
venicnce of the reader or (2) an actual experiment conducted by others. In ull cases the material boxed in heavy lines 1 .
is (he author’s contribution as reported at the Workshop. | R
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Workshop Paper: "A Working Fluctuation Model with Application
to Performance Prediction" (U)

Author: R. Urick

Objective: (U) Review a signal intensity fluctuation model based on Rician statistics. Review
the fluctuation time scale parameter. Review noise fluctuations. Discuss effects of fluc-
tuations on detection,

Research Approach: (U) Compare models with data from numerous experiments.

Chief Conclusions: (U)

(1) (U) Man: experiments prove that the cumulative probability distribution of intensi-

ty of CW signals in a randomizing ocean Rician statistics. It is easier to predict fluctua-

tions of signal level than to predict the mean level itself.

(2) (U) The ses surface is responsible for fast fluctuations in the range 2-20 seconds.
Slower fluctuations longer than 10 seconds, and up to 10 minutes appear to be caused

by multipath reception.

(3) (U) Fluctuations in ambient noise obey Gaussian statistics (but not always). Sam-

ples of noise power are random variables whose statistics depend on the time bandwidth

o o e A DRI £t ¥ e | AT R

product of the processor, A conventional processor yields chi-square statistics for these

samples of noise power, with degrees of freedom equul to twice time-bandwidth pro-

duct.

(4) (U) Curves of P, vs. SE have been plotted for Rayleigh, amplizude normal log, and
normal signal fluctuations. Comparison with experiment shows that the log normal dis-

tribution with standard deviation between 6 and 8 dB best applies to real detection data.

m_t pe.

(Applies to short range, mobile sonar). This may be a consequence of the Ceniral

Limit theorem.
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Workshop Paper: Signal Fluctuations (U) 3

Author: K. Flowers

Objective: (U) To present characteristics of signals propagated over jong range deep water paths,

for which the data is currently insufficient to permit modeling. In particular, to detzr-

e R e L

i mine probability density of received levels, and space/time statistics.

Research Approach: {U) Perform the experiments pictured below. From the data gathered re-

T ™

move the average signal level, then determine distribution of fluctuations about the

mean. This is a function of frequency and range, but not of receiver position or direc-

tion.

BT PRt 3. D

(U) Use ray-tracing modeis to find average signal levels.

e

Chief Parameters: (U) Received signal level, its probability density and space/time statistics.

; Chief Conclusions: (C) RMS fluctuation is directly proportional to average signal level.

ki i AR i

(C) Radial {meaning along transmission path) correlation length for a 10 Flz acous-

tic field is about 1 km near the source, 4 to 5 km at a range from 10 km to 2000 km,

and falling off above 2000 km to about 2 km at a range of 3000 km. Depth correlation

AR 310

only a few wavelengths. Transverse correlation quite large (rany wavelengths).

(C) Bearing errors range between 1° and 2° over a period of hours. It is possible
by removing a nearly linear trend in the data that a reasonably high bearing accuracy is |
obtained by obscrving wavefronts with short arrays.

{ {C) Variations of amplitude and bearing error are very sharp in going through con-

i et ke

vergence zones. No models are known to predict this effect.
(C) Existing propagation models are capable of providing signal fluctuation statistics -
in long range, deep water experiments.
(C) For low frequencies bottom mounted arrays see nearly perfect plane waves.

However their orientation is not understood.

Pictoriai representations of this paper are shown next,
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*This sketch is either {1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situatior: of the paper, presented for con-

venience of the reader or (2) an actual experiment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed 1n heavy lines
is the author’s coniribution as reported at the Workshop.

4 TP AP
IR I IR,

19 CONFIDENTIAL

bt ale b T

2t Eeew TAmI0E UL e ave (DRAFIE raaaet . N i T AR 1 x =




!
]
g
! E
i =
, ; CONFIDENTIAL 3
B N
i
; Flowers* ;
0
' 7 SURFACE 3
/ -
4 7
e R
M E
s p
]
3
E :
. >
E R BOTTOM ;
F . e B .
; .
é : ,
: ; K
;- z
3 (C) Experiment is designed to determine probability distribution of signal at receivers
3
; R,y Ry, and correlation distance in depth, along transmission path and transverse to
this path.
*This sketch is either (1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper, presented for con- y
venience of the reader or (25 an actual experiment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lines
is the author's contribution as reporied at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper;: "A Model of Acoustic Propagation
Through Internal Waves" (U)

Author: H. De Ferrari

Qbjective: (U) Develop numerical methods for computation of long range ocean propagation us-
ing the the . ry of Flatte, Dashien, Munk and Zachariasen, and the Garrett-Munk inter-
nal wave model.

Research Approach: (U) Use ray-tracing to get ray paths, then introduce fluctuation.

Chief Parameters: (U) Fluctuation strength ®, diffraction parameter A.

Numboer of Ray Paths: (U) The nuraerical study of single ray path completed. Next effort is te
numericaily calculate theoretical propagation with fluctuation for two channels, then
four channels.

Chief Conclusions: (U) A parameter is very sensitive to ray geometry. Rays having turning

points near the surface show less ¢ variation than predicted.

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.
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De Ferrari* :
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(U) Calculate the quantities,

¢! = q,,sz dx dx' p[z(x), z(x’)]

A=ogl [ f ax ax'p [2(0).2(x)) (g,4L D)

3
:
4
|
E
3

*This sketch is either (1) the editor's concept of the underlying experimenital situation of the paper. presented for coun-
v nience of the reader or (2) an actual experiment eonducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in hcavy lines
is the author’s contribution as reported at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Prediction of Performance Behavior” (U)

Author: M. Moll

Objective; (U) Predict performance of a passive sonar receiver which has fluctuating acoustic in-

puts,
Research Approach; (U) Construct an analytical model of a multi-beam receiver with random in-

put, ror detecticn purposes choose a threshold for each beam which is a linear combi-

nation of the outputs on all other beams.

Chief Parameters: (U) Fluctuation is represented as ambient noise of form N (1) = VP(r)

G (t). Signal is sinusoid.
Chief Results: (U) Kurtosis of N(r). Test statistic for deteciion, Z,. Probability density of Z,,

its mean, variance, third moment.

(U) ROC plot of SNR vs. P, with D/T as parameter (D is relaxation time of the
envelope of the random process representing the output of a beam, T is the post

rectification averaging time).

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.

23 CONFIDENTIAL

ot oS 2 2wt AR il -

e ontoean e o2 mRh o5 WD sl

PR RIS TR W

Lok



CONFIDENTIAL
Moll*

N N ] SURFACE
-~
N /

‘;&\Aé

q
/ BOTTOM
(4
ANALOS OF RECEIVER
A —
RECTIFIER INTEGRATOR | JDISPLAY L 5 ceamui
T RECTIFIER INTEGRATOR | JDISPLAY | o peanin

BEAM #H3

(U) Choose THRESHOLD FOR BEAM #X = Linear combination of outputs of

integrators on all other channels.

FLUCTUATION MODEL,

N(1) = VP{1) G(1)

P(r) is a non-negative random process

G (r) is a zeto mean unit-variance stationary Gaussian process

*This sketeh i either (1) the cditor’s concept of the undcrlying capeiitiental situaiion of the paper, presented for con-

CONFIDENTIAL
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venience of the reader ov (2) an actual experiment conducted by others. In all ¢ases the material hoxed in heavy tines
ts the author's contribution as reporied at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Acoustic Fluctuaticn Modeiing for System
Performance Estimation" (U)

Author: R. Cavanagh

Objective: (U) Evaluate the simulation random-process approach for modeling signal excess in
system performance prediction,

Research Approach: (U} Construct signal and noise time series of received signal using available

acoustic models of transmission loss and ambient noise. Simulate these series by ran-

dom process models taking needed data from acoustic models. Compare acoustic

models with random-process simulation, both as to statistics and as to detection history.

To evaluate, random process simulation model, choose data, one ocean environment
(N. Pacific), single 25 Hz source, towed array receiver.

Chief Parameters: (U) Transmission loss, ambient noise, array gain, signal excess, detection

threshold.

o sl

Chief Conclusions. (U} Given accurate inputs, random process simulation models give adequate

simulation. Acoustic input data {statistics of signal excess, etc.) is biggest problem.

Method is poor if data is poor.

k]
]
H

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.
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Cavanagh*
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(U) Acoustic Models of Above Test Case
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To be compared with
Random-Process Simulation using

a. Gauss-Markov

-4

b. Gauss Jump 3

ad

¢. Ehrenfest 1

E|

¥

*This sketch is cither (1) the cditor™s concepi of the underlying experimental situation of the paper, presented for con- 4
venience of the reader or (2} an actual experiment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy hines .
is the author’s contribution as reported at the Workshop. : .
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Workshop Paper: "Beam Qutput Fluctuations" (U)

Author; A. Fabuia

Objective: {C) Investigate the effzctiveness of coherent multi-array processing (CMAP) for two
towed arrays in a bottom-limited environment. Study the fluctuation characteristics of
beam output signals from these arrays.

Research Approach: (U) Conduct an experiment featuring a moving source and two array re-
ceivers. Process data using the CMAP algorithms.

Chief Parameters: (U) Interarray signal coherence as a function of time difference of arrival.
Beam Survey. Amplitude and phase fiuctuations in beams. Doppler difference in
beams.

Chief Conclusions: (C)

(1) Maximum coherence between reczived signals at the two arrays range from 0.62 to
0.93.

(2) Maximum signals "jump” from one beam to a neighbor beam due to multipath in-
terference. A jump of 7° in 4 seconds has been recorded.

(3) Null, or sharp amplitude fades, also occur, and are attributed to multipath interfer-
ence. These fades are easily smoothed by making a 1° change in look angle.

(4) Meander in phase is uncorrelated between the arrays. This meander is thought to

be due to propagation effects, not platform motion.

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.
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(C) For digital signal processing of each beam data of LATA use 128 samples/sec, and

obtain amplitude spectrum level in 1/4 Hz bins by use of FFT. On OAMS data use 125

e et TR et St ool i T e

samples/sec, and obtain spectrum level by use of DFT.

Plot cohierence surface E(Ar, A®) using CMAP algorithm (Coherent Multi Array Proces- g
sor). E
Make a "beam survey" by finding the loudest bin-beam pair (of beams) and record the %
relative ievels of the signal s in the beam. 1. obtain alignment between arrays the projector %

Y
RS

signal is switched between two distinct frequencies (22 or 25 Hz).

Calculate fluctuations in relative amplitude and phase of the received signals as a function

of beam number.

*This sketch is either (1) the ed#or’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper. presented for con-
venience of the reader or (2) an actual experiment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lines
is the author’s contribution as reported at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Fluctuations Due to Range Rate” (U)

Author: L. Dyer

Objective; (U) By analysis construct a model of the power spectrum of fluctuations in a
sinusoidal signal caused by platform motion. Compare this model with the power spec-
trum of fluctuations due to internal waves.

Research Approach. (U) Take a lengih of a single ray path and give it a velocity at each end.
The frequency shift at each point in the path can be determined as a function of ray an-
gle with the horizontal. Assuming fluctuation saturation, choose a sound speed profile,
determine the energy of the ray in it, from it calculate its temporal correlation, and
finally, by Fourier transformation determine the power spectrum of fluctuations.

Chief Parameters: {U) Power spectra for range rate with the foliowing choices of sound speed
profiles (a} isospeed channel (b) bilinear channel, (c) Munk channel.

Chief Results: (U) Three power spectra are derived for the saturation fluctuation of sinusoids

caused by platform motion, conforming to the three choices of sound speed profile.

Upon comparing fluctuations caused by phase rate with Huctuations caused by inter-
nal waves one can construct a critical range rate at which the frequency shift due to

internal waves and that due to platform motion in a frozen ocean are equal.

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown nexl.
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(U) Analytic modeling of range rate statistics, particularly the power spectrum of fluctuations of

frequency of a sinusoidal signal in the saturation regime.

T T e

"This sketch is either (1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper, presented for con
venienee of the reader or (2) an actual cxperiment conducted by athers. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lines
15 the suthor’s contribution as reported at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Impact of Source Motional Fluctuations
on IAP" (U)

Author: A. Gerlach

Objective: (U) Determine correlation degradation between signals at two widely separated arrays
caused by the motion of a transiting submarine and provide an estimate of the optimum
integration time for use in passive correlation detection.

Research Approach: (U) From test data determine phase-difference fluctuations between the sig-
nals received at two remote sensors. Calculate from this the degradation of correlation
coefficient between the two received signals.

Chief Parameters: (U) Variance and Power Spectra of Target Speed and Course. Standard devia-
tion of phase-difference fluctuations. Analysis time 7. Cross correlation of signals at
the two arrays.

Chief Conclusions: (1) (C) Temporal cross-correlation between signals at two arrays undergoes
degradation as signal frequency, aperiure angle between the sensors (taken at target lo-
cation) target speed and integration time (7) increase. Standard deviation of phase-
difference fluctuations increases l/inearly with T. Detailed data are available which give
optimum integration time when signal frequency, target speed and course, and source-
sensor angle are specified.

(2) (C) For received signals of time duration less than 30 minutes the dominant

cause of fluctuations is platforrn motion (alternatively, multi-path interference).

A pictorial representatiorn. of this paper is shown next.
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v (C) Calculate standard deviation of phase-difference fluctuations as a function of integration j
1
time. Calculate temporal cross-correlation of signals at arrays 1,2 and determine correlation 3
-4
!
R ]
degradation with coutse, speed, source-sensor angle and integration time, ‘E
E
E
3
q
1

*Tivis sketch is either {01 the editor’s concept of tiie underiymg expernimental siuation of the paper. presented tor con-
venience of the reader or (2) an actual expeniment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lines
1 the author’s contribuuon as reported at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Acoustic Fluctuations" (U)

Author; R. Spindel

Objective: (U) The WHOI (Woods Hole) program is designed (o study effects of oceanic varia-
tions on acoustic propagation, and determine limits on signal coherence in space and
time, with concentration on narrowband (nominally 10 Hz) low frequency (100-400
Hz), long range (10-1500 km). The IGPP (Scripps) program is designed to study
mesoscale processes in the ocean by acoustic means, concentrating on high frequency
(2250 Hz), wideband, short range (25 km).

Research Approach: (U) Conduct experiments at sea. Show by calculation that study of mesos-
cales by acoustic signals is feasible.

Chief Results: (U) (1) Stwudy of mesoscales by acoustic means is feasible.

(2) Experiment still is to be conducted, or if conducted, to be reported.

A pictc representation of this paper is shown next.

33 CONFIDENTIAL

e ..‘a.ua.ﬂ

e

ca st e st r WA

P im
LA A P L Y e £ e Ak s LA e, TR TN - STk IOk ME 3%



Akt | il

ok o fo il

CONFIDENTIAL

Spindel*
oA -
SURFACE
0 0 0 0
220HZ
R = RECEIVER
25 KM 25KM S = SOURCE
]
IOQ0OKM
- —
0
BOTTOM

(U) WHOI-IGPP Proposed Experiments. (See paper.)

*This sketch is cither (1) the editor’s concept of the undertying experimenial situation of the paper presented for con-
venignce of the reader or (2} an actual experiment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lines

is the author’s comtribution as reporied at the Workshop.
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Workshop Paper: "Omni Noise Field Statistics Depth
and Clutter” (L)

Author: J. Shooter

Objective: (U) Identify and understand the dominating source and environmental mechanisms
that govern the ambient noise field as a function of depth, frequency and bandwidth.
In par...ular, identify ambient noise caused by ships, and noise caused by wind.

Research Approach: (C) Use data of the vertical ACODAC sensor in the Church Opal experi-

ment. Process the data into narrow band spectra, and obtain statistics of noise level
r

spectra and false alarm rate.
Chief Parameters. (U) Ambient noise spectrum SPL db re wPa/Hz'2. Dynamic range of noise
level. Covariance of broadband and narrowband spectral components of noise. "False
alarm lines" in the noise field. Cell groups or “clutter.”

Chief Conclusions: (C)
{1) (C) If environment is stationary and homogeneous (limited to 3 to 6 HR) the noise
obeys chi-square statistics.
(2) (C) Noise levels varied from 65 dB to 105 dB re uPa/Hz'/2,
(3) (C) Spertral components of broadband noise are uncorrelated in time or frequency
for homugeneous conditions (3 to 6 HR); spectral components of narrowband (ship)

noise are highly correlated across frequency band, High correlation between adjacent

frecuency bins also observed for wind generated noise.

(4) (C) The number of single frequency bin false alarms during a "quiet period" is
about 50 in 5 to 55 Hz range with 0.018 Hz resolution. Threshoid at 1073 probabitity of
false alarms. When a ship passes number of false alarms rises to 200 over same period.

(5) (C) Number of single bin false alarms is greatest for near-critical depth receiver.

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.
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(€C) 13 hydrophones provided 13 daia records in the form of time series. System dynamic ’i
range 80 dB. Process bandwidth was 0.147 Hz for frequencies 10 to 500 Hz and 0.018 Hz in ?
band 5 to 75 Hz, Aveiaging time was one minute, Calculate ambient noise spectrum, covari- |

of noise field "clutter.”

ance betwen spectral lines, false alarm statistics in single and multipie frequency bins, statistics

is the author’s contribution as reported at the Waorkshop.
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*This sketeh i esther (1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper, presented for con-
venience of the reader or (2) an actuat experiment conducted by others. In all cases the malerial boxed in heavy lines
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Workshop Paper: "Characterization of Acoustic Propagation” (U}

Author; H, DeFerrari

Objective: (U) Characterize the transfer characteristics of a propagation channel rapidly in real

time using a small computer and FFT.
Research Approach; (U) Using examples IILII pictured below, divide the spectrum of the re-

ceived signal by the spectrum of the transmitted signal to find channel transfer func-
tion. From this by integration obtain the impulse response.

Chief Parameiers: (U) Channel transfer function, channel impulse function.

Special Feature: (U) Source transmits pseudo random sequences to permit separation of mul-

tipaths, and to overcome noise at low end of spectrum.

Principal Result of Research: (U) Inverse filtering on received pseudo-random sequences (exam-

ples LILIII) has been used with success.

A pictorial representation of this paper is shown next.
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*This sketch is either (1) the editor’s concept of the underlying experimental situation of the paper, presented for con-
venience of the reader or (2) an actual experiment conducted by others. In all cases the material boxed in heavy lings
is the author’s contribution as reported at the Workshop.
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V. SUMMARY OF RESEARCH RESULTS (C)

(C) As a result of research effort completed thus far, answers to some of the origitial
questions have been obtained. For example, based only upon the small sampling of research
presented at the Fluctuations Workshop, we can say that the statistics associated with single
point amplitude fluctuations over long paths at low frequencies are reasonabiy well known
as a result of the experimental work of Flowers, Ramsdale and others, and Dyers’ analytical
work, Noise statistics have also determined for omnidirectional sensors by Shooter and
Flowers. Shooter has also investigated the covariance between noise in adjacent bins and
found spectral levels uncorrelated. A number of beam noise models are now available as
listed in Cavanagh’s paper. Cavanagh has also compared the results of detailed acoustic
fluctuation models with the results of mathematical random process simulations and has
shown the utility of the latter when good input data are available, Gerlach has been able to
recommend optimum integration times for multi-array processing band on his work with
fluctuating signals at widely separated arrays. Urick has shown that, for mobile sonar fre-
quencies and ranges, a log normal model of signal-to-noise fluctuations is adequate. Simi-
larly, work at lower frequencies by Flowers and Frish has shown that intensity fluctuations
in transmission can also he represented by a log normal distribution. Thus, even this small
sample of fluctuations research indicates that much useful information has been developed.

However, the fluctuation effort does not appear to have been evenly distributed over the
various applications areas.

() The matrix shown in Fig. 1 indicates that the experimental fluctuations work has
been concentrated in the transmission loss and noise areas. The signal excess or signal-to-
noise results have been almost, exclusively model efforts. The signal gain, noise gain and array
signal-to-noise performance areas have been neglected. To effectively enhance Navy capa-
bilities, more effort should be devoted to experimental verification of signal-to-noise and
signal excess results, In addition, more effort should be directed toward the utilization of

luctuation results for performance enhancement, as well as for descriptive and model
applications,
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Fluctuation
Category

Applications
Category

Research & Model & Expt a Model
Effort o Expt. + Related Info

TRANSMISSION LOSS
mean

temporal amplitude statist
temporal phase statist.

i spatial amplitude statist
spatial phase statist
temporal ampl. autocorrel,
temporal coherence

i spatial ampl. crosscorrel.

! spatial coherence

AMBIENT NOISE

: mean

temporal amplit. statistics
wmporal autocorrelation
! spatial coherence

SIGNAL GAIN
NOISE GAIN
ARRAY GAIN

BEAM NOISE
mean
temporal statistics
spatial statistics

SIGNAL EXCESS
mean
‘ statistics

LOCALIZATION
heavy accuracy-1 array
heavy accuracy multiarray
holding statistics
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Additional Aid for Reader Orientation (C)

(C) To agsist the reader of these proceedings in understanding the scope of each Work-
shop paper the sponsors requested each author to check out a ‘“Player Card”. On it were
appropriate check boxes in columns and rows which indicated the Range, Geometry, Fre-

1 quency Regime and Time Scales considered by the author in the preparation of his paper.
H .
; The completed Player Card is reproduced here,
L
F PLAYER CARD
spzaken | pos(l) RANGE ARENA ceomkTRY(!) | PREQUENCY REGME (1) TIME SCALES
<z macz'mmooo"ﬂ)woonm Sourse | Rec.| Water | <1 | 150] £0-2500] >2500 | ec | Min | Hour | Day| vieex] 1M | Year commeNTs(3)
Hanish J ; - — )
Laren 0 [ [ D | b__|DE-BL 10 < 130 to 200/< 360 15| 4 -
Fretwell -
Pum N S TR O (P N [ 1
Caveragh - N 1 h
[Orace ) ) I B N I A - i
Heinr i1 , : A TS S A
Uriex ¥ v - [T R N A B e 1T ]
Fowers D/E D | DE <3250 V| % | deperding on_conditions ___diptal & analog
DePareari h it 1
b Ewart 1 weak ing treg.
¥ E)lintharpe . o - [ D B N
1 Woll a/n 50 | BL/DE | & v - v"{ VI 1 1
Cavanagh o 8 | DE I o v ] e
Fabuin 3 Gonm] BL T q N - dgin_
Byer ] _ - =
i g p | o e —
Asch ¥ T ST e Tl 2 Ny S (X1 ) N S e
Bpindel E 8| BL/DE _ i [ i i
FPisher E D | DE v v i A A L 2 O O
(Moot ¥/, b |oe ' < _ el T analog & dipital
DeFarrari a4 " _ 1
Kew 1 o . 171 ﬁ ﬁ
(1) FOBITION (2) QEGMETRY- (3) he:
Bponsor (8) Deep — D Baturated/non-saturated
Maoager (M) Staltow — 8 Dsta ~ digital/anslog
Maodeler () Bottom Limited — BL
Sugrat Proc (P) Depth Excem — DE
Mewurer (E)
fystem Dee, (D)

(4) This Nne w Hise & patent application. jHomever, for predictli.c sonar performance, It is applicable to » broad range of acouslic environments.
(85) Model Nuctuations In sgnal and nolse are sitribu'ed 10 source/rvcelyer motfoa in the multipath interferonce feld.
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Conclusion (U)

(U) The Acoustic Fluctuation Workshop held Feb. 22-23, 1978 at the Naval Research
Laborntory, Washington, D.C. is reported in this memorandum. A Technical Review, Edi-
torial Summary and paper Synopsis have been provided to bring the great diversity of
Workshop subject matter into perspective. Workshop papers which have reached completed
form at the dele of this pnblication are reproduced in Appendix A. Incomplete papers are
summarized in Appendix B. An historical account of past achievements has also been
briefly noted.

(U) All of the material in this memorandum has been used as a basis for structuring
a future research program on the still unsolved aspects of the theory and application of
acoustic fluctuations in the ocean. This proposed research is contained in NAVELEX
Report dated November 28, 1978, Ref. 6. In itself it can be regarded as a set of Work-
shop conclusions from which recommendations for new work have been made.
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APPENDIX A

KEY ISSUES IN THE APPLICATION OF STATISTICS OF ACOUSTIC FLUCTUATION
TO SYSTEM PERFORMANCE MODELING

S. Henish

(See Volume 1 — Unclassified)
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THE APSURV DETECTION MODEL (U)

R. W. Larsen
Naval Ocean Systems Center, San Diego, CA 92162

INTRODUCTION

(C) APSURV (ASW Programs Surveiliance) is a computer model designed to analyze
the performance of an Undersea Surveillance System. It includes a representation of
dynamic acoustic targets, the acoustics of the ocean environment, the acoustic sensors,
the signal processing capabilities and operational procedures involved in the detection,

~ classification, localization and tracking of acoustic targets.

(U) To represent such a complex process, many simplifying assumptions and judi-
cious comproinises must be made in the model. The intended use of the model, as well
as development and execution costs, ere important considerations in the design of thz
model. The next sections review the historical background of the APSURV model, the
overall model design and applications in order to provide a context in which to discuss
the APSURYV detection model and related developmient issues, such as the parametric
representation of fluctuation processes.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

(U) The Manager, ASW Systems Project Office, System Analysis Office, was given
the responsibility to develop Navy standard ASW performance models by the Chief of
Naval Operations (OP-095) in 1967. As part of this effort, APSURV Mod 1 was com-
pleted in 1970, It was implemented on an IBM 7090 computer at the Naval Ordnance
Laboratory (NOL). The primary application of this model was to support strategic force
level studies conducted by OP-095.

(U) In 1974, the Performance Evaluation and Prediction (PEP) Program was estab-
lished at the Naval Ocean Systems Center (NOSC) by the Undersea Surveiliance Project
Office, PME-124. After further development, APSURV Mod 2 became available on the
UNIVAC 1108 computer at NOSC in early 1977. The primary application of APSURY
Mod 2 is to support PME-124 in the development of the Undersea Surveillance System
by relating tes. and evaluation results and operational :laia to system performance goals.

APSURV MOD 1 OVFRVIEW

(C) APSURYV Mcd 1 is a single target, single frequency (50 Hz) model of the SOSUS
system as it existed around 1970. Sonar equation information is derived by table look-up
for an arbitrary target track in the Northern Heomispherz. Spherical geometiy is employed.
The major portion of the data base is a cellular grid of transmission loss for a single fre-
quency (60 Hz), single target depth (300 ft) and a single season (unspecified). The

*APSURV MOD 1 -- ASW Program Surveillance Model Systems Analysis Office Report, Vol. I & 11,
Abstract/Analyst’s Manual {8), (AD 513 177L).
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dependence of transmission loss on target depth is represented by correction factors called
“‘coupling coefficients.” This data base applied beyond a range of 360 n.mi. Within

300 n.mi., radial transmission loss curves are employed. General Oceanolegy, Inc. de-
veloped this data base by interpolation and extrapolation of Western Electric site survey
data.

(U) Array processing is represented in APSURV Mod 1 by a single directivity index
numbeyr per array.

(U) It turns out the detection model is one of the more sophisticated aspects of
APSURV Mod 1. As it is the topic of interest, it is presented in detail in a subsequent
section.

(U) Classification, localization and tracking are not modeled in APSURV Mod 1.
However, it does produce a containment ellipse based on nominal bearing errors.

APSURV MOD 2 OVERVIEW

(C) APSURV Mod 2 is a multiple target, multiple frequency model of the current
SOSUS system and SURTASS. Sonar equation data is derived from a data base computed
by the Surveillance Analysis Model/Automated Signal Excess Prediction System (SAM/
ASEPS). This data base contains “smoo*hed” boresight radial transmission loss for five
frequencies (25 Hz, 50 Hz, 75 Hz, 150 Hz, 300 Hz), two source depths (60 ft, 300 ft)
and two seasons (summer, winter). It also includes beam and frequency dependent array
gains based on a directional noise model and array design parameters. It also centains
frequency and seasonally dependent omnidirectional noise levels.

(U) In addition to modeling multiple frequency detection, APSURV Mod 2 also
models classification, localization and tracking.

THE APSURV DETECTION MODEL

(U) Monte Carlo techniques are used in APSURY to develop detection statistics.
At any prescribed time, an array, subsystem or system can be in only one of two detec-
tion states; either it is in contact with the target or it is not. The sonar equation forms
the basis for this dacision,

(U) The model is formulated to determine whether or not a target is detected for a
specified value of the average signal excess at a specified time. A thresholding technique

is employed for this purpose. Detection occurs when the instantaneous signal excess ex-
ceeds a threshold of zero; otherwise, detection does not occur. In mathematical notation,

1 when SE(t) > 0
D=
0 when SE(t) < 0.

__ (U) The instantaneous signal excess, SE(t), is related to the average signal excess,
SE(t), by a random process, X(t)
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SE(t) = SE(t) + X(t).

The average signal excess is computed in APSURYV by extracting appropriate mean com-
ponents of sonar equation terms from a data base and combining them appropriately; i.e.,

SE(t) = SL(t) - TL(t) + AG(t) - AN(t) - RD(t)

SL(t) = mean source level at time t

L(t) = mean transmission loss at time t

AG(t) = mean array gain at time ¢t
AN(t) = mean omninoise level at time t
RD(t) = mean recognition differential at time t.

(U) Of interest here is the representation of the random component X(t) of signal
excess. The process X(t) represents random fluctuations associated with all component
processes of the sonar equation. More precisely, X(t) represents stochastic fluctuations
as well as deterministic variations in signal excess which are not accounted for in the

calculation of mcean signal excoess, SE(t).

(U) For convenience, the random variable X(t) is selected as the deviation of the
decibel vaiue of the signal excess aboul the average of the decibel value. In APSURYV,
the random variable X(t) is actually computed from a sum of random variables. Each
component random variable is computed using a random walk called the Ehrenfest model.

THE EHRENFEST MODEL

(U) The Ehrenfest model provides the fundamental methodology for computing
random fluctuations associated with the passive sonar detection process in APSURV Mod 1
and APSURV Mod 2. Mathematically, the Ehrenfest model is 2 random walk which rep-
resents diffusion in a central force field. Its mathematical properties which deem it use-
ful to the sonar detection process are: (1) its distribution is approximately normal, (2) its
autocorrelation function decays exponentially, and (3) transitions between states occur as
relatively small steps. Thus, to the extent that a random process with normal distribution
and an exponential autocorrelation function represents a component process of sonar de-
tection, the process is simply described by its standard deviation and relaxation time (auto-
correlation time-constant).

(U) The Ehrenfest random walk is a first-order Markov process in which the state

space consists of integers with the property that, given the process is in state j, a single
transition of the walk can only go to states j— 1 or j + 1.
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(U) For a state space {0, 1, ..., n}, the transition probability matrix is of the form

0 1 0 o ... 0 0 o
g 0 p; 0 ... 0 0 0
0 g 0 p; ... 0 0 (]
P = . .
0 0 An-1 Pn-1
B 0 0 0 0 |

where gj =j/mand p; =1 - j/n.

(U) The steady state distribution of the Ehrenfest process is given by a binomial
distribution of the form

LAV ,
p(k) = T(- E for k = 1,...,1‘1.

(U) The s-step autocorrelation function is given by

8
p(s)=[",—,z} -

(U) To show how the Ehrenfest model may be used to represent the random devia-
tions encountered in sonar applications, let {Y(t), t€T} be a stochastic process defined Ly
the Ehrenfest model with state space {0, 1, ..., n}. The index set T is taken to have the
form T = {0, 7, 27, ...}, where the stepping interval for the random walk is 7 units of
time, The process is extended to the continuum of time by letting Y(t) remain constant
between successive elements of T.

(U) A transform of the stochastic process Y(t) may be used to determine deviations
from average signal excess. Specifically, the random variable that represents deviations
from the values of average signal excess is denoted as X(t) and is defined in terms of
Y(t) as

Y(t) - (n/2)
X(t) = Ogp (—“" wamt 1
v/ (n/4)

where

X(t) = deviation from average signal excess,

Y (t) = variate of the Ehrenfest model,

n/2 = mean of the Ehrenfest moedel,

n/4 = variance of the Ehrenfest model, and

Ugg = standard deviation of the signal excess.
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(U) Since Y(t) possesses a binomizal distribution, the distribution of X(t) is asymp-
totically normal with a mean of zero and a variance equal to G%E.

(U) Since Y(t) has a finite state space, the induced distribution X(t) also has a finite
state space. Thus, the Gaussian distribution X(t) is truncated at the v/n sigma point. The
model also contains an input truncation point for the combined random walk.

(U) In some applications, X(t) may be partitioned into components. In APSURV
Mod 1, this partitioning has been done on the basis of attributing fluctuations to the
environment (Xg), to the target (Xg), and to individual sensors (Xg). The environmental
component is the ocean condition that prevails and affects ambient noise and propagation
loss. This fluctuation component is sampled independently for each sensor. The target
component represents the fluctuations that occur about the mean source level. At any
given time, this component is the same for all sensors regardless of type. For a particular

. sensor, the sensor component is independent of all other sensors.

(U) This partitioning is artificial in terms of the labels “‘environment,” “target,” and
“sensors.”’ The rules for combining the components are regarded as more important than
any specific interpretation of the labels themselves. By studying the maaner in which these
components are combined, the user will be able to take full advantage of the flexibility
afforded by this approach.

: (U) An Ehrenfest random walk is used to represent each of these subprocesses. Dif-
ferent stepping intervals (7) may be specified for the environment, the target, and the
sensor; this feature provides a way of depicting both short- and long-term fluctuations.

i The stepping interval is related to the relaxation time for each of the fluctuations. Since
all terms are obtained in the same manner, for convenience consider only the term Xg(t).
Jet T be the stepping interval associated with Xp(t) and let the state space he the set
{0, 1, ..., ng}. It is commonly assumed that the process being simulated is a Gaussian
Markov process, in which the autocorrelation coefficient (o) between successive glirnpses
is given by an equation of the form

i

A

4

—At, A

1

i where H
E At = time interval between glimpses, and g
k]

7 = the relaxation time. 3

(U) The problem is to find 7y given 7. From equations given previously, it can be
shown that

Y

Tg = T (1 —%)

NSRRI il M st 8 shalii

(U) Separate standard deviations ~ce associated with each of the terms Xg, X, and ; ,
Xg. This association relates to the standard deviation in signal excess (ogg) as follows: ' i
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where

o = standard deviation associated with environment,
op = standard deviation associated with target, and

standard deviation associated with sensor.

Os

Note that og is condition-dependent in the same sense that the value may vary with the
target range from the sensor (near or far) and the target depth (shallow or deep).

(U) For example, suppose Yg, Y., and Yg denote the Ehrenfest random walks that
represent fluctuations for the environment, the target, and the sensor. Assume that the
state spaces for these walks are defined over integers from zero through ng, ng, and ng,
respectively. Then, at any prescribed epoch,

Yi(t) - (ny/2)

. = i ie {E, T, S
X;(t) o7 or ie{ }
X(t) = ox[Xg(t)] + op(Xp(t)] + oglXg(t)]
X(t) = SE(t) - SE(t).

(U) The distribution of X(t) may be symmetrically truncated by input. The guan-
tity that is input is the maximum absolute deviation from zero that X(t) can assume and
is given in units of ogg. Therefore, if the distribution is to be truncated at the 3.5 ogg
point, the trurcation input would be 3.5, thereby limiting the range of X(t) to -3.5
Ogg < X(t) < 3.5 OgE-

(UJ) For any two sensors of the same subsystem, the correlation coefficient (p)
between their fluctuations at a given epoch is

P S
2 2 2 2
0 + O *+ 05 Ogg

which is an immediate consequence of the assumption thac Xp(t) is presumed to be the same
for all sensors of the sarne subsystem, that Xg{t) and Xg(t) arc generated independently for
each sensor, and that all crosscorrelations among Xg(t), Xp(t), and Xg(t) are zero.

(U) As a matter of historical interest, the fluctuation parameters used in APSURV
Mod 1 at the time of its delivery to NOSC in 1973 are listed below.

Standard Relaxation
Deviation Time
Target 4 dB 4 hrs
Environment 6 dB 4 hrs
Sensor 4 dB 4 hrs
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FLUCTUATION SURVEY

(C) As part of the develoy. .ent of APSURV Mod 2, a brief review was condurted
to determine the applicability of the fluctuation model and ite parameters as specified in
APSURV Mod 1. The primary differences between APSURV Mod 2 and APSURV Mod 1
which motivated this review are: (1) APSURV Mod 2 is a multifrequency, multi-target
model, whereas APSURV Mod 1 is a single frequency, single target model; (2) APSURV
Mod £ accounts for more deterministic variations in sonar equation parameters than
APSURV Mod 1; and (3) APSURV Mod 2 attempts to model coherent interarray proc-
essing, whereas APSURV Mod 1 does not.

(U) So far, the review process has raised more questions than answers and it is by
no means complete. This paper only summarizes the current status of this effort. The
variability of each term in the sonar equation will be discussed briefly. For this purpose,
it is convenient to write the sonar equation in the following form,

SE = SL - TL + 8G - BN — RD
where

SL = source level

TL = transmission loss

SG = beamformer signal gain
BN = beam output noise level (omninoise level plus the beamformer noise gain)
RD = recognition differential.

Source Level Variations

(C) APSURV Mod 2 deterministically computes the aspect, speed and operating
mode dependence of source level and frequency for the five dominant signature compo-
nents for each class of target.] Thus, only the measurement uncertainty and/or random
variation in source level of a specific submarine need be considered in the fluctuation
model. For primary targets of interest, the reported standard deviation of raeasurement
error is 2 dB. For lack of a better information, a standard deviation of 3 dB and a four-

hour relaxation time is associated with random source level variations in the model.

Transmission Loss Fluctuations

{U) Transmission logs fluctuations account for about one-half of the total random
fluctuations in the model and transmission loss is presumed to be the dorninant source of
fluctuations which impact the detection process. No list of references on this subject
would be complete. Suffice to say, this is a current and relevant topic of discussion.

(U) Generaly speaking, stochastic {iansinission loss fluctuations can be categorized
as temporal fluctuations and spatial fluctuations. Temporal fluctuations are attributed to

YRadiated Noise Levels from Foreign Ships, Defense Intelligence Agency.
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scattering from time-dependent inhomogeneities in the ocean and its surface (internal and
surface waves). The internal wave theory?2 characterizes fluctuations of refracted-only
propagation (RR paths) in terms of saturated and unsaturated regions. As the saturated
1egion generally applies to long-range detection, its properties have heen chosen to charac-
terize temporal fluctuations in APSURV Mod 2. In particuiar, transmission loss fluctua-
tions due tc internal waves in the saturated region are described by a Rayleigh distribution
(with a standard deviation of 5.6 dB independent of frequency) and a nominal relaxation
time of 1.5 hrs at 50 Hz and 500 n.mi. The relaxation time is inversely proportional to
frequency and weakly dependent on range.

(U) In order to apply the temporal fluctuation theory further, a giobal description
of environmental conditions yielding saturated and unsaturated regions is required. In
addition, regioas of bottom bounce (BB), RSR (refracted, surface reflected), and RR
propagation must be defined. The internal wave theory must also be extended to include
BB and RSR paths.3

(U) Spatial fluctuations can be attributed primarily to the rangewise correlation
interval associated with the transmission loss multi-path structure.# Characterization of
these fluctuations is complicated. However, for targets with range rates in excess of one
knot, which is generally the case of inferest, the relaxation time of this process is on the
order of minutes for frequencies of primary interest. This time is less than the integration
time for passive incoherent processing and post-processing operator integration which is
usually on the order of 10 min. to 30 min. In such cases, the spatial transmission loss
fluctuations due to source motion are termed fast-fading and have no effect on the per-
formance of the incoherent detection process.b

(U) A particular exception to the above is the case of coherent interarray processing.
In this case, spatial decorrelation effects directly impact the time over which coherent
integration can be performed when moving targets are considered. This topic is beyona
the scope of this paper.

(U) Besides stochastic transmission loss flucwuations, considerations must also be
given to deterministic or predictable transmission loss variationa. Such is the case with
convergence zones, Except for half-channel and bottom-bounce conditions, convergence
zone structure is important in predicting the detection performance of shallow receivers
out to ranges on the order of 150 n.mi. Beyond a range of 1560 n.mi., convergence zone
structure is usually weak. For bottom-mounted sensors, convergence zone structure
usually exists but it is not a dominant effect like it is for shallow receivers.

{(C) APSURV Mod 2 does not currently account for deterministic convergence zone
structure for SOSUS arrays. Presumably it is compensated for in a nondeterministic
sense by using at short ranges (less than 150 n.mi.) the intensity variation associated with
internal waves at long ranges (the saturated region); the claim being that the loss in inten-
sity variation due to internal waves at short ranges (the unsaturated region) is roughly com-
pensated for by the increased predominance of convergence zone siructure at short ranges.
2Sound Transmission Through a Fluctuating Ocean, Platte, S.M., Dasher, R., Mork, W.H. and Zachaviasen, F.,
Stantord Hesearch Institute Technical Report JSR-76-39, May 1977,
SFluctuations Caused by Internal Waves in Ocean Sound Transmission Via RSR Paths, Boli, Beranek and
Newman, Report No, 3668, by Preston Smith.

4Spatia1 Coherence in Multipath or Multimodal Channels, P. W. Smith, Jr., JASA 60, 306-310 (1976).
Spetection Performance for Fading Signals, A.D. Whalen, 1967,
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(U) The transmission loss fluctuation parameters currently used in APSURV Mod 2
are summarized below. It is assumed that there is no inter-frequency nor inter-sensor
correlation of {ransmission loss fluctuations.

% Star.ldard Relgxation
Frequency Deviation Time
25 Hz 5.6 dB 3.0hrs
i 50 Hz 5.6 dB 1.5 hrs
! 75 Hz 5.6 dB 1.0 hrs
K 150 Hz 5.6 dB 30 min
300 Hz 5.6 dB 15 min

! Signal Gain Fluctuations

% (C) The variation in signal gain due to target motion through the beam pattern

i structure of an array is computed deterministically in APSURV Mod 2. For SURTASS

{ arrays, additional signal gain variations due to array motion are expected but have not as
yet been modeled. Effects such as signal gain variation due to changes in wavefront

! coherence is not considered, although the mean loss in signal gain due to loss in wavefront
coherence is included for selected SOSUS arrays where this phenomena has been observed.

Beam Noise Fluctuations

(U) Beam noise fluctuations are attributed primarily to shipping below 150 Hz and
to wind noise above 300 Hz with the intermediate frequency range being a nominal transi-
tion region. Both analytic models and Monte Carlo models of beam noise have been de-
veloped. In addition, measured beam noise statistics have been collected for selected sites.
It is expected that generalized descriptions of the characteristics of beam noise fluctuations
as a function of frequency, site, season, and/or array design will be forthcoming.

R e g 4 1 e 2

e

AN el i

(C) The current agsumptions in APSURV Mod 2 concerning the parameters describing
beam noise are shown below. These numbers are based on average measured values for a ;
particular SOSUS array. APSURV Mod 2 has provision for site-dependent beam noise
fluctuation parsmeters, but the numbers have not been provided. No frequency or array
interdependence of beam noise fluctuations is currently assumed. Although there is provision
in the model for correlated beam noise effects, quantitative descriptions are not available,

Pt =+ I, AP g | e £

i

Standard Relaxation ;

Frequency Deviation Time 5

E 25 Hz 3.0dB 4 hrs i
: 50 Hz 3.5 0B 4 hrs %
i 76 Hz 3.5 dB 4 hrs 1
150 Hz 3.6 dB 4 hrs i

g

[ 300 iz 3.0dB 4 hrs i
1 . , ]
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Recognition Differential Variations

(C) The concept of recognition differential is modeled in APSURV Mod 2 by line
detection thresholds and decision rules which represent the classification process. The
line detection thresholds are based primarily on test and evaluation results. These tests
involve the injection of threat signatures into beam ncise in a manner which attempts to
maintain constant signal-to-noise ratio during the test. Thus, the standard deviation of a
particular dgtection threshold measurement can be attributed principally to operator dif-
ferences. Usually this amounts to about 2 dR.

(U) Other variadons in detection threshclds are modeled explicitly in APSURV
Mod 2. This includes the variaticn in detection threshold associated with the assignment
of allocatable signal processing equipment to specific beam bands.

SUMMARY

(U) The following table is a summary of the parameters currently used in APSURV
Mod 2 to represent random accustic fluctuations:

Standard Relaxaticn Inter-Senscr | Inter-Frequency
Deviation Time Correlation Correlation
SL 3.0dB 4 hrs 100% 0%
TL 5.6 dB (75/f) hrs 0% 0%
BN ~3.6dB 4 hrs 0% 0%
RD 2.0dB 4 hrs 0% 0%
CONFIDENTIAL 54
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(U)

PSEUDO—SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM PERFORMANCE SIMULATOR (U)

Lyman Fretwell
Bell Telephone Laboratories
. Whippany, New Jersey

ABSTRACT

(U) System Performence model evolution is guided by the user’s needs,
subject to computer resource constraints, Models are used to gain insight not

obtainable in other ways, and their limitations require that care be exerciced in
interpreting their results,

(U) PSEUDO is a Monte Carlo code simulating ocean acoustics and the
system processes of detection, resource allocation and localization and tracking.
It is a large scale simulation that simulates the gystem-related resulis of the com-
ponent processes rather than duplicating their functioning in detail, In general,
the system wet end is characterized by data inpul to the model whereas the shore

processing is represented by software. It is most often used to compare system
alternatives,

(U) Fluctuations are modeled in PSEUDO according to the components
of the Sonar equation with individual components represented by Gauss-Markov
processes, Temporal correlation is modeled explicitly, and frequency and spatial
correlation are implicit in the way random numbers are shured among the sonar
equation computations of signs)-to-noige. Recommendations are made from
PSEUDQ’s viewpoint of those fluctuations areas moet in need of further research,

(U) Recent work at Bell Laboratories inspired by PSEUDO’s needs is

presented on heam dependence of beam noise standard deviation and on the
temporal character of the total signal-to-noise process.

PSEUDO (PROGRAMMED SIMULATIONS TO EVALUATE

UNDERWATER SURVEILLANCE SYSTEMS DYNAMIC OPERATIONS)

Systems application of performance modeling needs a tradeoffs guide model evolu-

tion for current needs encompassing total system design, PSEUDQ has become a complex,
large scale simulation, The goal is to simulate system performance potential by using simplified
representation and not duplicating the physics. A history of simulation at Bell Laboratories is
shown in Table 1. We must model system function capabilities and not expect to reproduce
field data anomalies. Computer resource limitation are a trade-off against model complexity

and uniformity of simplification is important, Aspects needed for user application should be
emphasized.
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Table I — History of simulation at Bell Laboratories (U)

DATE REFERENCE

1967 23rd INTERIM RPT

1968 24th INTERIM RPT

1969-72

1973

1y74 OSTP-43

1974-75

1976 IUSS RPT

1977 WL BROGCHURE
(V)

MODEL

DSs
0SS

(O]

PSEUDO
SPAN

PSEUDO,

BMT, SSM

PSEUDO

PSEULO

REMARKS

FIRST KNOWN ACOUSTIC SIMULATION

FIRST SYSTEM SIMULATION; USED OFF-
LINE LOCALIZATION AND TRACKING

SIMULATED DATA FOR ALGORITHM
EVALUATION

STUDY OF SEARCHLIGHT CONCEPT

SIMULATED HYDROPHONE AND
DIRECTIONAL AMBIENT NOISE

ASSORTED SYSTEM SIMULATIONS

EVALUATION OF SHORE PROCESSING
CONCEPTS

COMPARISON OF UNDERWATER DEPLOY-
MENT OPTIONS

Modeling system performance leads to insight not obtainable in other ways.

Estimation of future as well as present system performance will be done, Deployment planning
requires a wide spectrum of model application ¢.g. wet end system design and dry end system
design. The role of models in deployment planning is illustrated in Fig. 1. Adaptability is
important. Models can also provide operational performance assessment and aid in functional
development (resource allocation). I’ also identifies anomalous performance and provides

guidance,

ACOUSTIC
MODELS

SYSTEM PERFORMANCE
MODELS ESTIMATES

—

Fig. 1 (U) — The role of models in deployment planning ()
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(U) Care is needed in interpreting model results. Simplification without oversimplii-
fying, total system performance (detection, localization and tracking), and components of
answer should make sense in the presentation of results, Uncertainties should be taken into
account in how results are used. Complexity means potential for uncertainty in ahsolute
estimates, The objective is usnally robustness of a system-related decision, Relative measures
are better than absolute. Multiple realizations may indicate sensitivity. The user’s reaction to
uncertainties motivates further modeling and research, There is nio single answer as it depends
on the user and is especially true of fluctuations,

(U) Acoustic models provide data where no survey data exists. They guide survey plan-
ning and extrapolate survey data to other areas and seasons. System models provide compara-
tive data for evaluating alternatives and in evaluating new deployments in total surveillance
contexts,

(C) Programmed simulations to evaluate underwater surveillance systems dynamic
operations, (PSEUDO) is a Monte Carlo multi-target, multi-line, multi-sensor simulator. It is
the most advanced simulator available to address detection, localization and tracking, and has
a potenual for intercept/handover. The large scale simulation has: 44 sensors, 35 targets, and
8 lines per target, The multipie modes of target prosecution are for general surveillance
(detection) (1) Unalerted acquisition (2) Alerted reacquisition and for searchlight surveillance;
(with tracking) (1) Interstitial beams (2) IAC, Spear processing allocations.

SYSTEMS APPLICATION OF PERFORMANCE MODELING

NEEDS, TRADEQFFS GUIDE MODEL EVOLUTION

. Current needs encompass total system design
— PSEUDO hL.as become complex, large scale simulation

] Goal is to simulate system performance potential
— Use simplified representations — don’t duplicate the physics
— Must model system functional capabilities
— Don’t expect to reproduce field data anomalies

L Computer resource limitations trade off against model complexity
— Uniformity of simplification is important » *
— Emphasize aspects needed for user application

MODELING SYSTEM PERFORMANCE LEADS TO INSIGHT NOT OBTAINABLE
IN OTHER WAYS

. Estimate future as well as present system performance

. Deployment planning requires wide spectrum of model application
— Wet end system design
— Dry end system design
~— Adaptability is important
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. Models can also provide operational performance assessment
— Aid in functional development (resource allocation)
— Identify anomalous performance, provide guidance

CARE IS NEEDED IN INTERPRETING MODEL RESULTS

L Presentation of results; simplification without oversimplification
— Total system performance (detection, localization and tracking)
— Components of answer should make sense too

. Take uncertainties into account in how we use results
— Complexity means potential for uncertainty in absolute estimates
— Objective is usually robustness of system-related decision
— Relative measures are better than absolute
~- Multiple realizations may indicate sensitivity

. User’s reaction to uncertainties motivates further modeling, research
— There’s no single answer — depends on user
— Especially truc of fluctuations

(C) PSEUDQ SIMULATES RATHER THAN DUPLICATES (U)

(U) The acoustics formulation is done as tollows. The Sonar equation relating signifi-
cant parametersis: S/N = 8L ~TL - N + SG - NG. Average values are supplied for these
parameters from a preprogrammed table lookup, interpolation. For fluctuating components we
employ a lognormal distribution with correlation (Gauss-Markov model).

B e o ik e 0 R

o wch

(C) The detection/classification function is carried out next. A line is detected if
S/N > some threshold selected. Then a target is detected when specific classification criterion
is met, These classification algorithms depend upon:

1) Target state (alerting)
2) Target line signatures

3) Length of time held
4) Signal excess

While the threshold varies, depending upon:

1) Target state (alerting provided)
2) Special resources, correctly allocated
3) Processing bandswidth, line stability considerations

An exumple of how long a target is held depending upon number of resources allocated is given
by Fig. 2.

~
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o A= 5000
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N g
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200 400 r 5000

SPEAR CHANNELS

Fig. 2¢ Cy— Semitivity to resources (U)

PSEUDO 1s A MONTE CARLO M[JL’I‘I-TARGETl MULTIL.LINE -
MULTISENSOR SIMULATOR '

~ Localization ang tracking
=~ Potential tor intercept/handover

. Large scale simulation
— 44 sengorg

— 35 targets
— 8 lines per target

. Multiple modeg of target Prosecution
= General surveillance (detection)
Unalerteq acquisition
Alterted reacquisition
— Searchlight Surveillance (tracking)
Interstitig} beams
IAC, Spear Processing allocated

(8] Localization and tracking functions gre included, PSEUDO models NESB Proce.

dures on fixed beams, 1t contging versions of MST, MSL/D, SBL and simulateg results of
station o Perations,
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(C) Resource allocation is also provided whereby an allocation is based on estimated
position and uncertainty ellipse. For example, IAC Spear for searchlight surveillance is
modeled with improved thresholds and localization capability. A dynamic algorithm sets a
priority based on the number of beams required to cover uncertainty ellipse for a given
probability of detection. The size these uncertainty ellipses are strongly depends upon a
system continuity of operation. System outages cause large exponential increased in these

areas as showa by Fig. 3.

00 QUTAGE PERiOD‘-’r—-———'—-RECOVERY
!
PN
VN
/ \
10000 / \

/
po—QUTAGE  \
/ \

88% ELLIPSE AREA (nmi?)

~{

7/ \ —

/ —

%8 100 164 168 12

TIME (HOURS) _

ig. 3 (C) — Sensitivity to system ontage (U)

ne 120

(C) Beam signal and noise component fluctuations are included where each component
modeled as Gauss-Markov proceas. The noise standard deviation, correlation coefficient can
vary from beam to beam. The following commonality of random components is used to cffect

space, frequancy correlation structuve:

— Target — Each source
—TL — Each array-target
— N (Ambient) { Each beam
Each array
--8G — Fach octave
— Detection — Each array-line
TOTAL

Typical correlation used — 0.7 one hour

NOTE: If time correlations differ, total process is not Gauss-Markov
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(U) Fluctuations understanding is needed for performance modeling. The correlation
structure needs most work now; as those involving time, frequency and space. Appropriate
correlation between data gathering, modeling is needed. Data is to be taken at prime sites to
develop and check models; also review available data. Need models to run a multitude of cases
to obtain statistics, There is a need to develop fluctuations understanding for those new system
components 1) shore processing improvements (IRP. ABF) and 2) sensor alternatives
(SURTASS, RDSS, distributed sensoys, large aperture arrays).
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FLUCTUATIONS FOR THE APAIR, APSURF, APSUB MODELS (U)

R. & Flum, Sr. (ASW-115)
ASW Systems Frojzct Office (PM-4)
Washiugton, D.C. 24360

(U) We present a brief description of all the Anti-Submarine Warfare Program (AP)
models—lumped together—with application to0 ASW and engagement. These models are
computer written, user oriented Monte Carlo types. They are documented and validated
math models.

When using them the word Monte Carlo means the model is replicated a number of
times for a “run”—to get the statistical distribution of the nutput.

The modeis are:
APAIR — AP for Air deployments (1, 2)
APSURF — AP for Surface deployments (3)
APSUB — AP for Submarine deployments (4)

In applying these models we need a correlation of fluctuations between terms in Signal
Excess (SE) equation, defined in the conventional manner by the equations:

Active applications: 5.E. =8y, —(N;, —Rp , ) +Ts —2T 2 oy
Passive applications: S. E.=Tg —(Ny, —Rpp) —Tp, £op
in which o represents a correction for fluctuations of component terms.
RANDOM FLUCTUATION

(C) In AFAIR there are four input fluctuations provided; when put to use these models
require the following fluctuation inputs:

V1 = operator degradation factor — drawn once each replication 1: . each operator
0 mean, normal* with 0 =0 £ 6 dB,

V, = long term fluctuation — open field environment — for each frequency — drawn once
each replication

0 mean, normal with » =3 dB

V3 = short term fluctuation — for each frequency — drawn at 30 min. intervals within
each replication

0 mean, normal with ¢ =5 dB
V4 =buoy to buoy variation — for each buoy drawn when dropped — for each replication
O mean, normal o =3 dB

*Statistics are Gaussian with standard deviation o.
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APAIR random variations are given by

VR ==-Vj + Vo) + Vi) +V,

Represents an cperator degradation factor which is selected for each individual
iteration from a user specified distribution (0 + 6 dB).

Represents a frequency dependent combination of threat radiated noise varia-
tion and ambient noise variation from iteration to iteration. These are drawn

from zero mean, normal distributions with user specified standard deviations
(~3 dB).

Represents frequency dependent short term ambient noise variations within
each iteration. Drawn from zero mean, normal distributions with user speci-
fied standard deviations (~5 dB).

Represents a buoy-to-buoy variation within each iteration. Drawn from a zero
mean, normal distribution with user specified standard deviations (~3 dB).

In APSURF for active performance

There are three input fluctuations —

1.

ping to ping — drawn each ping for signal excess calculations

0 mean, normal ¢ =6 dB

sonar to sonar -- drawn once each replication for each sonar

0 mean, normal ¢ =6 dB—5dB

day to day — drawn once each replication to represent the long term fluctuations
0 mean, normai ¢ =5 dB

For the submarine target — active — there is a variation on the moditied cookie cutter repre-
sentation of a ping-to-ping difference in range amounting to

(©)

0 mean;

In APSURF for passive performance

There are three input fluctuation values —

ot long term, environment, frequency, drawn once per replication
0 mean, normal g=5dB

ogr short term, drawn once each integration interval of environment,
frequency 0 = 2 dB

ogr buoys—short term, drawn once each integration interval, environment,
frequency 0 = 2 dB
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(C) Ina APSUB and active performance there are {hree input fluctuations —

ping to ping. These are drawn for cach ping, function of prop. mode., Bg, Ez, etc.
(C) In APSUB and passive performance there are two m .dels:
PFLUCTI
Near surface and convergence zone. This model assumes fluct, are exponentially
correlated in time or serial correlated or MARKOYV process. These are functions
of in, across, or below layer —drawn each sample time,
For bottom bounce—
Has two components of fluctuation — the above kind of MARKOY compornent
and a jump component, These are functions of bottom area, each area has a new
jurap fluct, component, Assumes no correlation,
PFLUCT2
Fluctuations represents sig to noise. They are .rawn from normal dist. and uncor-

related —mean 0 and o = 1, This number is then multiplizd by a constant which
is a function of propagation model added t¢ S.E. code,.

A, SUBROUTINE AFLUCT - Several Fluctuation Models

(U) Introduction

Since the ocean is not a static medium, the acoustics of underwater sound is not a
: static process, Many parameters of the active sonar equation vary with time. Both short
I term and long term fluctuations tend to exist; however the nature and distribution of
these fluctuations are yet unknown and require further study, especially for active sonar
considerations.

(U) Description

The fluctuation model described herein assumes signal fluctuations to be uncorre-
lated from ping to ping. A normal distribution is assumed with a standard deviation set
by input. Each parameter in the active sonar equation is assumed to be a mean value,
making the signai excess a mean value. Then signal fluctuations are considered, and an
instantaneous signal excess is determined.

This subroutine is called from the active sonar model (ASONAR). It is entered with
the mean signal excess and the standard deviation or sigma value. An instantaneous signal
excess is drawn from a normal distribution having the mean signal excess as its mean and
a sigma by input. This process may be referred to as a Monte Carlo experiment.

(U) Limitations ’

This subroutine is for use with active sonar only.
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B. SUBROUTINE PFLUCTI1

(U) Introduction

Fluctuations in signal strength are poorly understood but must be considered when
solving the sonar equation. Fluctuations may be due to trancients such as noise spikes in
the target radiated noise patterns, self noise variations, and changes in propagation loss.
This model simulates signal fluctuations by adding a random, time correlated component
to the computed mean signal to noise ratio. Since the signal fluctuation process is poorly

understood at present, this model can be assured to be conly a reasonable approach to
the problem.

(U) Description

Two different algorithms are used to compute signal fluctuations in this model, one
for near-surface and convergence-zone and another for bottom-bounce transmissions. The
first of these assumes that successive fluctuation components are exponentially correlated
in time. Thus, samples which are widely separated in time will be uncevrelated, while
those which are closely spaced will be strengly correlated. This technique is very similar
to the statistical process called serial correlation and is sometimes called a MARKOV
process. The magnitude of this fluctuation component also varies depending on whether

the transmission is in, below, or across the layer. A random component is drawn at every
sample time in tI  :me.

In the bottom reflected mode the fluctuation is assumed to be composed of two
parts, a MARKOV component as described above and a jump component. The jump
component is assumed to be associated with a particular area of ocean bottom. The size
of the area and the jump fluctuation are chosen randomly. After relative motion con-
siderations show that the game participants have left the area, another area is randomly

chosen together with another jump fluctuation component. Successive jump fluctuations
are assumed to be uncorrelated.

(U) Limitations

The output of this model should be considered representative of deep water trans-

missions. Shallow water environments may require a fluctuation model different from
the present one,

C. _SUBROUTINE PFLUCT2
(U) Introduction

Fluctuations in signal strength are poorly understood al present but must be con-
sidered when solving the sonar equation. Fluctuations may be duc to transients such as
noise spikes in the target radiated noise patterns, self noise variations, and changes in

propagation loss.
(U) Description
PFLUCTZ2 is a routine to simulate fluctuations in the signal-to-noise ratio. Fluctua-

tions are drawn from a Gaussian distribution and are uncorrelated.
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On each call to PFLUCT?Z the subroutine draws a number from a Gaussian distribu-
tion with standard deviation equal to one. The random numbey is then multiplied by a
constant which depends on the propagation mode.

The same fluctuation model is used regardless of propagation mode. Only a constant
is changed when the mode changes. 'There is no jump fluctuation in bottorn bounce.

t should be realized that this formulation is only a rough approximation of observed
fluctuations.

(U) Limitations

The logic of this routine assumes that signal fluctuations are uncorrelated in time.
This approximation may not be adequate if the sonar is scmpled frequently.

Details on Choices and Algorithms

APSURF PASSIVE (o) ACTIVE (a)
o =5dB per replication ping to ping = 6.0 dB
Ogr =2dB per replication sonar to sonar = 5.0 dB
TS puoys = 2dB per replication iteration to iteration = 5.0 dB

target strength == aspect
submarine sonar = 10% true range

D. ASUB FLUCTUATION (Passive)

Passive signal fluctuation is simulated by creating a random time correlated compo-
pent which is added to the signal to noise ratio.

Three separate computations are made depending on the propagation mode.
There are two separate passive fluctuation routines PFLUCT1 (random time corre-
lated components) and PFLUCT2 (components from a Gaussian distribution).

1, SUBRQUTINE PJLUCTI1 Details

DELTAT = TSA ~ FLTIME
where
‘fSA = sonar sample time
FLTIME = last fluctuation sample time

NSPROP (Near Surface Propagation)

FLUC = AKE(69)[YNS]
YNS = CRN /1~ ¢ %+ Deltat- AKE 67 4 -Deltat- AKE87(YNG)
YNS = near surface correlation coefficient
CONFIDENTIAL 66
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AKE(87) = coef for correlating NS fluctuations in time (NWL value 60/hrs)
AKE(69) = standard deviation for NS fluctuations (NWL value 5 dB)
GRN = Gaussian random number with mean = 0 and 0 = 1,
CZPROP
FLUC = AKE(70)[YCS]
YCS = GRN /1 - e~2:Deltat- AKE68 4 ¢-Deitat+ AKE 68(YNS)
YCS = convergent zone correlation coef.
AKE(68) = coef. for correlation CZ fluctuations in time (NWL value 60/hrs)
AKE(70) = staniard deviation for CZ fluctuation (NWL value 5 dB)
GRN = sanmie as NS.
BBPROP
FLUC = AKE(73) FJUMP + AKE(74)[YBB]

YBR = GRN \/1 — ¢~2+Deltat AKE71 4 ¢-Deliat- AKE 71 YBB)

YBB = bottom bounce mode correlation coef.

AKE(73)
AKE(74)

AKE(71)

o of the jump component of bottom bounce mode (NWL value 3 dB)

o of the MARKOV component of bottom bounce mode (NWL value
3 dB)

coef. for correlation BB mode fluctuation in time (NWL value 60/hrs)

FJUMP = jump component of fluctuation in BB mode

FJUMP = Gaussian random number from a normal distribution with 0 mean and

g=1,

New FJUMP values are drawn when BB area moves a distance RADBB,

RADBB = —~AKE(72) log (RMRG)

AKE(72) = average ocean floor radius where jump component stays constant

(NWL value 3 NM)

RMRG = uniform random number between 0 and 1.

YNS, YCZ and YBB are the random time correlated (MARKOY') components.

9. SUBRQUTINE PFLUCTZ Details

Random numbers from a Gaussian distribution with & 0 = 1 are multiplied by a dif-
ferent constant for each prop. mode.

NS mode
CZ mode
BB mode

FLUC = GRN - AKE(69)
FLLUC = GRN+ AKE(70)
FLUC = GRN:+ AKE(74)
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REVIEW OF BEAM-NOISE FLLUCTUATION MODELS
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R. C. Cavanagh

{See Volume 1 — Unclassified)
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THE EFFECT OF ACOUSTIC FLUCTUATIONS IN
THE OCEAN UPON COHERENCE (U)

0. D. Grace
NOSC, San Diego, Califernia

ABSTRACT

(U) The effects of acoustic fluctuations on the coherence function peak
value and peak location are discussed. These discussions are elaborated by the
resuits from four sea born experiments in which the effect of acoustic fluctuations

upon the coherence function are measured. Possible causes are presented some
cases.

(C) Signals that have been received at different SOSUS arrays from a common target
have been observed to be correlated. This shows that the ocean does not completely

decorrelate the signal over long propagation paths. It also suggests that this property can
be exploited to detect, locate and track distant targets at sea. Under the Cohierent Multi-
Array Processing (CMAP) program at NOSC this concept has been transformed into a
working technology. As indicated in Fig. 1 it has been shown that distant targets can he
detected using the signals received at two arrays and that these targets can be located and
tracked using the differential time delay and Doppler shift of the signals. It has also been
found that the performance of this technique has limitations due to acoustic fluctuations
in the ncean and it is these limitations that are of interest here.
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(C) Figure 1 —- Coherent multiarray processing (CMAP) (U)
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(C) The algorithms currently under test at NOGC are variants of the coherence func-
tion, as opposed to the correlation function, i.e., for the broadband surveillance problem
it is more convenient to search for targets in the frequency domain. The algorithms, as
shown in Fig. 2, are formulated in terms of an integration of Fourier components over-
time and an integration of Fourier componen’ s over frequency. In both cases a search
over time difference and Doppler difference is performed until the coherence peak exceeds
a detection threshold. Having detected the target the location of the peak gives the co-
ordinates that are used to locate and track the target.

(C) For the case of coherent signals in stationary Gaussian noise the noise threshold
of the coherence function approaches zero as the processing time-bandwidth, TW, product
is increased while the signal coherence remains unchanged. This implies that all targets
can be detected by increasing TW. Also, for coherent signals in stationary noise the shape
«.f the peak is controlled by the integration time and processing bandwidth. The width
of the peak along the Doppier difference axis decreases with increasing integration time
while the width of the peak along the time difference axis decreases with increasing proc-
essing bandwidth. This implies that all targets can be located and tracked with unbounded
precision by increasing TW. In practice, neither effect is obgerved which implies unsurprisingly,

Coherence Equation

2

P _
D Frin, K)Fg o, k1e™

T Sl oad TR T YR TR Y. i bt i :"'- & oy i ‘:* s i Dbl gl
e ki w5 o s St L s 2 o S b S i A et A s T LA 4 !

2 _ k=1 Integration
; v*(n, 6) K over time (1)
2 FnKIFr(n, k) Y. Fan, kIFgin k)
: k=1 k=1

1
| 2
i N—’, . j2mnT/N 1
; > FHnFain+ngle {
! " : n=1 Integration (2} 4
: peing, 1) = N aver frequency 2
i § ;
' - * f
[Z FT(n)FT(nE’ [Z Frin+ng)Fgin +ndE| i
| n=1 _n=1 § 3
' where

S

N, = the number of bins in the signal band

Fy{n) = DFT coefficient for bin n of the transmitted signal

Fgin) = DFT coefficient for bin n of the received signal
N = DFT length in samples
7 = time delay in samples

ny = Doppler shiftin bins.

(U) Figure 2 — Cohevence equation (U)

CONFIDENTIAL 70

e 52t i M e e e s e

N TSI 5 OM A o .5 1 Rt <+ <o
E',;,;:-_mm“-“;mf;

peR VIS J e, e eemcial ¢ e teeamAAAA. M. e crf . CAatc dSex deiBraxesif mse R omsibeed 5t2S edoia cast o e baateit,  Selimaink T LT - a




s aEtm—

MM e o e,

CONFIDENTIAL

that the signal radiated by a moving target and received at a distant array is not com-
pletely coherant and that the noise is not stationary and Gaussian. We note though, in
addition, that if multipath components are present or if the target or medium changes
state during the integration time, then multiple peaks may be resolved as the TW product
is increased. This may reduce coherence through energy spreading or may produce false
peaks or displaced peaks. Since this problem is not directly relevant to the fluctuations
problem, we ignore it till later. In the following, as indicated in Fig. 3, we give examples
of coherence degradation and random perturbations of the coherence pc ik location due
to medium effects and platform motion. We also discuss the problem of distinguishing
between coherence peaks due to fluctuations and those due to multipath.

(U) Mohnkern {1] has examined the problem of degradation of coherence value
with increasing integration fime and processing bandwidth. His results are summarized in
Fig. 4. His data was obtainad from an experiment performed by the University of Miami
and Woods Hole Oceanographic Institiite near Bermuda. A PRN sequence modulated a
carrier tone at 312.5 Hz. The clock period was 0.0256 sec, giving the signal a 40 Hz
bandwidth, and the sequence length was 3.2768 sec, giving a line separation of 0.3 Hz,
Only the side band lines were processed. The signal was transmitted by a source sus-
pended 1100 feet from a mocered ship and was received by the TRIDENT array 145 n.mi.
away at a depth of 13,700 feet.

(U) The received and transmitted signals were partitioned in time and two sets of
Fourier coefficient sequences were generated for each signal having the resolutions 0.019
Hz and 0.076 Hz. The replica coherences between the transmitted and received signals
were calculated using both the time integration and frequency integration algorithms. The
0.076 Hz resolution data was integrated over a sequence of time windows in the range of
0.5 min to 128 min. The 0.0i9 Hz resolution data was integrated over the frequency
bands of &, 10, 20, and 40 Ha.

(U) The results of these calculations are summarized in Fig. 4 as coherence vs TW
product. From an examination of these curves, we infer:

1. Incressing the TW product decreases coherence.

2, The rate of decrease of coherence is less than ihe rate of decrease of the detec-
tion threshold.

3. Increasing the integration time decreases the coherence more than increasing the
bandwidths.

The latter result implies that the movement of the medium and platferm more strongly
degrades cohierence than multipath energy splitting.

(U) Mohnkern examined the spectrum of the signal phase modulation, which is pre-
sented in Fig, 5. This graph shows a —30 dB per octave decay as would be expected for
internal waves 2, 3. The effect of small random platform motions is believed to be small
as shown in the following experiments,

(C) The d gradation of the coherence value due to platform movement has been
examined by Sloat [4]. He considered the case of random perturbations about a constant
motion and obtained curves for coherence degradation due to the target constant course and
speed and also due to the random course and speed fluctuations. He has compared these
curves to data and a representative case as shown in Fig. 6,
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A. Degradation of coherence value

i 1. Internal waves

.. .
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2. Platform motion
B. Variation in peak location

C. Separation of fluctuation effect from raultiple effects

(U) Figure 3 -— Coherence gurface fluctuations (U) :
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(C) The data was obtained at the mid-Pacific arrays 1321 and 1322 during SUBICEX
1-756 from the USSN BLUEFISH. The target speed was 15 knts and was closing upon the
arrays at the ranges of 40 n.mi. and 100 n.mi, The frequency of interest was the blade
line at 12.5 Hz. Sequence of cross coherence surfaces were generated having a processing
band of 1/4 Hz and integration times of 2, 4, 8, 16, 32 min. Averages of the coherence
values at each integration were obtained and are presented on Fig. 7, along with the
theoretical curves. From an examination of these curves, we infer that:

® Random course anc: speed fluctuations produced a small effect on the coherence
values.

® The constant course and speed produced a pronounced effect on the coherence
value.

® The consistently lower than predicted measured coherence vaiue implies that
medium effects are also contributing to the coherence degradation.

We note also that the first result supports Mohnkern’s conclusion that the small randomn:
velocity fluctuations of the source contributed a minimal effect on the coherence.
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¥ (C) In the above, we have seen that both platform motion and the medium can cause

‘ coherence degradation. It has also been observed that the coherence peak location is effected
! by platform motion and the medium.

t (C) Barbour [5] has examined the variance of the coherence peak coordinates. He

§ obtained his data from the FME experiment. The source was an HX231F DE Steiguer at
t depths of 400 feet to 600 feet, The receivers were the mid-Pacific arrays 1322 and 1323.
The target to receiver ranges were approximately 800 n.mi., and were opening. The signals
were 1/4 Hz bandwidth tones at 44,125 Hz and 43.125 Hz.

; (C) A sequence of approximately 60 coherence surfaces were generated having

£

1/4 Hz processing bandwidth and 2 min integration times. The coherence peak coordi-
nates were measured and corresponding errors were computed from predicted values based
upon NAVSAT position fixes, the ship log and the FACT ray trace model. Histograms of
the errors vs coherence were generated and the graphs of the error standard deviation vs
coherence are shown in Figs. 8 and 9. Also shown on these figures are theoretical curves
of the error standard deviation vs coherence. These calculations assume coherent signals
in additive stationary Gaussian noise. A comparison of the data to the theory indicates
that the standard deviation of the estimate is substantially greater than expected. The
exact source of these discrepancies are unknown but they are presumably due to fluctua-
tions in the target speed and course as well as to medium fluctuations.

(C) In the preceding discussions we have ignored the multipath problem. In each case
we assumed that a single peak was obtained that was degraded or displaced due to platform
motions or to medium fluctuations. In fact multiple peaks are frequently found. These
multiple peaks may be due to changes in the motion of the target or medium or may be due
to multipath ' 1 e., increasing the integration time may resolve multipath components in dif-
ferential Dor ier while increasing processing bandwidth may resolve multipath components
in differeni.al time delay.
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Fig. 9—Time-frequency history of the coherence peaks (Day-252) (U)

{C) Grace [6] has examined the problem of distinguishing between coherence peaks
caused by platform motion and those caused by 1nultipath. Using the above mentioned
data set {5] he has found that if the platform medium fluctuations are sufficiently slow
and if the differential Doppler between multipath components is sufficiently great, these
phenomsna can be separated. One such case was obtained using a 142.125 Hz line and
is showr: in Fig. 9. Each rectangle represents an integration time—differential Doppler
window. In the absence of target and medium variability, the sequence of short time
integration surfaces would have a constant frequency displacement and the long time inte-
gration surface would resolve the multipath components. In the presence of target and
medium dynamics the short time integration surfaces would have a variable frequency dis-
placement and the interpretation of the long time integration surfaces would be obscured.
We conjecture that the data in Fig. 9 represents two multipath components separated by

approximately 2 mHz and are radiated by a target having speed variations of approximately
0.1 knt.

(U) In summary, we have seen that the coherence peak value and peak location can
be adversely effected by target motion and medium variations. To understand their effects
or. the CMAP algorithms the standard second order statistics must be known, especially the
power and cross pewer spectrum of the amplitudes and phase modulation induced in the
signal by the medium and platform fluctuations.
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WORKING FLUCTUATION MODELS WITH APPLICATION
TO DETECTION PREDICTION (U)

R. J. Urick
Eockruviile, Maryland 20850

SIGNAL FLUCTUATION MODEL (U)

(C) Assume that the signal from a distant steady single frequency source consists of two
components: a constant, nonfluctuating component plus a random component. Near the
source, the former is greater than the latter; at long ranges from the source, the reverse is the
case and the signal is completely random. This physical model results in the so-called
“Rician” distribution of the received signal amplitude, having as its single parameter, the
randomicity —defined as the ratio of random to the total power—in the received signal
(Ref. 1). Field data observed for a wide variety of conditions (propagation paths, range, fre-
quency and integration time) have been found to obey this distribution. Even the narrow-
band noise of a submarine recorded in the Mediterranean with the TASS towed-line array
was found Lo follow the Rician distribution (Ref. 2). Evidently we can predict the fluctua-
tion of signal level--once the randomicity is crudely estimated from the propagation con-
ditions- -better than we can predict the mean level itself, Cumulative Rician distribution
curves are shown in Fig, 1,

FLUCTUATION TIME SCALE (U)

(U) The other fluctuation parameter—its time scale-—has been investigated by an intensive
analysis of a two-frequency CW bottom-bounce transmissicn run (142 and 275 Hz) out to
the first CZ recorded on hydrophones at 90 and 300 ft, Fluctuation spectra were found to
be similar to those of ocean waves, indicating that the sea surface is responsible for fast
fluctuations with periods in the range 2 ~ 20 seconde (Ref. 3). Slower fluctuations of
periods longer than 10 seconds had correlation times tending to increase with range out to
the CZ from a fraction of a minute to several minutes—doubtless the rate at which the
bottom-bounce multipaths were caused to interfere by the motion of the scurce (Ref, 4),

NOISE FLUCTUATIONS (U)

{U) On the other hand, while the fluctuations of a sinusoidal signal depen: - unarily on
the ocean medium, the fluctuations of the ambient background depend primarily on the
nrocessor employed, Ambient sea noise is known to be often (but not always) Gaussian,
and is stationary over periods shorter than thos2 of any significant changes in shipping
density and local sca state, For stationary Gaussian nioise sitnple considerations show that
samples of the noise power at the output of a conventional processor are chi-square dis-
tributed with degrees of freedom equal to twice the bandwidth-time product. Verification
of this prediction for integration times from 4 t0 64 seconds has been obtained fo the
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(U) Fig. 1—Cumulative distribution curves of the level of a received sinusoidal signal. Ver-
tical scale is the fraction of signal samples equal to or less than the number of decibels
relative to the mean, as abscissa, T is the randomicity, or fraction of random power in
the received signal (Ref. 5). (U)

beam noise of a towed array at a frequency of 300 Hz (Ref. 5). Cumulative chi-square dis-
tribution curves are shown in Fig. 2.

'

EFFECT OF FLUCTUATTONS ON DETECTION (U)

(U) A curve of probaoility of detection against signal excess is known in audition as a tran-
sition curve. Transition curves have been obtained theoretically for Rayleigh, amplitude
normal signal fiuctuations (Ref, 6, Part 1). Such curves make possible the ready solution of
the sonar equations when predicting detection probability in a fluctuating environment
(Ref. 7).
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(U) Fig. 2—Cumulative distribution curve.- of the level of Gaussian noise at the output
of a processor of bandwidt’s w and integration time t (Ref. 5) (U)

A

T

THI REAL WORLD (U)

(C) The 64-dollar question now is what fluctuation model best represents the real world. 3
To answer this question, the resalts of seven different field exercises were examined (Ref, 6, :
Part IT). Included in the survey was a SHAREM exercise involving AN/SQS-23 echo —rang-
ing, a Fixwex exercise involving 142 and 152 Hz one-way transmissicu out to the first C%,
and AN/SQS-26 echo ranging data. The resulting transition curves, when averaged together,

show that the log-normal distribution, with a ¢ between 6 and 8 db, applies to this sampling i
of real detection data (Fig. 3).

bl

{C) The physically unreasonable log-normal distribution is doubtless the result of the Cen-
tral Limit Theorem applied to the product of the (more-or-less) independently quantities
occurring in the sonar equattons.
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(C) Fig. 3—Composite plot of detection probability p(D) signal excess S(E) from the examples,
The plotted points are averages in 2-dB intervals (Ref. 6). (C)

SUMMARY (U)

(C) Field-data-verified models have been obtained for the arnplitude fluctuations of CW
signals and ambient neise. Similar models appear not to exist as yet for the other quanti-
ties in the sonar equation. However, when everything is put together in terms of detection
results, the fluctuation of the signal-to-noise ratio (or signal excess) appears to be log-normal
in consequence ofthe Central Limit Theorem.

(C) This resul:—the normality of db’s—is a convenient one for performance modelling, and
has been widely used for many years (Ref. 8) to explain the results of sonar fleet exercises.
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SIGNAL FLUCTUATIONS (U)

K. D. Flowers
Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D.C, 20376

{(U) We have previously presented fluctuation models for signals and noise applicable
to long range, deep water, passive surveillance systems. These models are to be published in
the July issue of the Jourmnal of Underwater Acoustics, and a user manual will be published
shortly as an NRL report.

(U) What I would like to discuss today in addition to these models are some of the
characteristics of signals that we have measured but have insufficient data to model.

(U) For long range passive surveillance we adopt the point of view that only the
gross features of the environment are knnown and the location of the target is only approxi-
mate. Thus we consider the problem as a statistical one.

(U) From Fig. I what we would like to know is the probability distribution of the
acoustic signal at a receiver R due to a source S at range r and frequency F. We also re-
quire the nature of the field in three orthogonal directions at the receiver which we char-
acterize with the correlation distances in depth, along the transmission direction, and
transverse to the transmission direction.

(U) Knowledge of these quantities aids in the determination as to what type of sys-
tem should be deployed and how well it will operate at a given location. Unfortunately,
this information is not readily obtained because the medium in which we operate is in-
homogeneous and anisotropic. I deon’t refer here only to the inhomogeniety or anisotropy
in the water column itself but also that due to the presence of boundaries and in particular
the ocean bottom,

(U) Therefore, in general, the distribution of signal level is a function of direction
and absolute position as well as range and frequency. The correlation distances are
similarly affected. -

(U) However there appears to he a way around this problem. In Fig. 2 we found that
by removing the average signal level frcm our data we could determine the probability dis-
tribution of the fluctuation about the mean, This distribution was independent of receiver
position and direction. I remained a function of frequency and an easily modeled function
of range,

(U) So the probiem reduces to the determination of the average signal level for each
possible source-receiver geometry. Fortunately with only a few environmental inpt'is the
average can be computed using ray tracing, normal mode models, or by using the parabolic
equation method, That is, we need only the average sound speed profile and major varia-
tions to it, such as the existence of a front aiong the propagation path, and the existence
of tupographic blockage such as a seamount.
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(U) Figure 1 — Geometry (U)

(U) Figure 2 — Typical signal fluctuation and average representation (U)
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(U) The range dependence of the fluctuation models is sirall and linear. Models for
only two frequency regions have been determined ~ 10 Hz and frequencies greater than 100
Hz. The single model for frequencies greater than 100 Hz arises from the fact that the field
is well represented £ these frequencies by ray tracing.

(U} It has been shown that these fluctuation models can be determined from the same
propagation models that we used to determine the average signal level. Thus models should
be available for any range and frequency.

(U) The models generally give the not unexpected resuit that the rms fluctuation is
directly proportional to the average signal level, although the shape of the distribution is
determined by a higher order moment,

(U) Although these models were developed for signals propagated to long ranges in
the deep ocean, we feel they may be more generally applicable. At least-it is hoped that the
method is generally applicable and that models could be constructed for shorter ranges and
shallow water,

(U) The radial correlation of the acoustic field, i.e., the correlation length of the field
along the line connecting source and receiver turns out to be a little more complicated but
easily understood.

(C) Figure 3 shows the measured correlation length of a 10 Hz acoustic field as a
function of range for a specific bottom mounted receiver. The incr sing correlation length
with range is attributed to the decreasing influence of bottom interacting modes and the
leveling off due to the stabilization of the number of modes. The decrease at long ranges is
due to these modes losing their ordered phase,

CCRRELATION LENGTH {km)

N

1 1
1000 2000

RANGE {km)

(C) Figure 3 -— Measurad correlation lengths for long ranges ai 10 Hz (U)
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(U) For high frequencies (greater than 100 Hz) bottom interacting modes are rapidly

attenuated and for these ranges we only see a slowly decreasing radial correlation length
with range.

(U) As expected, the field correlation in the radial direction is controlled by the

modes present and their phase relationship. One should be able to mode! this quantity for
any given situation,

(U) NOTE TWO THINGS: (1) This is a radial correlation length of the fluctuation

and not of the total acoustic field, and (2) receiver depth is not important in these models,
only the water depth along the propagation path

(U) Acoustic field correlations in directions orthogonal to the propagation paths are
more difficult to obtain. It is felt that correlation in the depth direction is relatively short
(a couple of wavelengths) and the horizontal transverse correlation distance is quite large

(many wavelengths). We have no information on correlation in depth and only a small
amount on the transverse correlation,

(C) We have measured signal phase differences across existing bottom mounted arrays
for low frequencies. The possible correlation lengths measurable are short, ranging from 3
to 7 wavelengths, Since we are observing such a small increment of the acoustic field we
construct the constant phase wave fronts of the tield, test them for linearity, and construct

normais to them, For example in Fig. 4 there are measured wavefronts at an array where
the source was fixed approximalely 200 nm away.,

(U) If the wavefronts are highly linear we consider the field perfectly correlated over
the observed apsrture, The normals to these wavefronts are the bearings to the target as

observed by the array. By knowing the exact bearing to the target, target bearing errors
can be constructed.
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(C) Figure 4 -— Measured wavefronts at a bettom array for &
22 Hz source at 200 nm (U)
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(U) In Fig. 5 is an example of how the bearing error can change with time. Both source
- and receiver are fixed. Shown are simultaneous resuits at two arrays (N and S) for two fre-
quencies. Thus even for a “good’’ case target bearings fluctuate. Here it is felt that the ef-
fect of medium variations are enhanced by bottom interactions to produce these variations.

(U) We see in Fig. 6 that a low frequency source was towed along a track crossing in
front of an array (B) at about 400 nm. The bearing ¢ of the source varied over a range of
120°. Note the existence of a seamount at point A. The measured bearing using the above
technique deviated from the actual bearing by the amount shown in Fig. 7. Here Q is the
relative amplitude of the received signal, 0 is the bearing error, g4 is the slope errcr in fitting
a straight line to the wavefronts, and o is the rms deviation of the measured phase from
the straight line fit.

(C) As expected, when the signal is low the wavefront becomes rougher but signal
level alone is not the only factor. At point A is where the source went behind the seamount
noted in the last figure. The signal-to-noise ratio is still good but the loss of the unob-
structed RSR propagation results in poor transverse spatial coherence. Note that tnis
effect applies equally to receivers fixed on the bottom, suspended, or towed.
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(U) Figure 6 — Tow track geometry (U)

(U) We note that with the possibility of removing this nearly linear trend from the

data that a reasonably high bearing accuracy is obtainable by observing wavefronts with
short arrays.

(U} On the other hand, when the source is observed by an array at a location as in
Fig. 8, the wavefronts are not as consistent as in the previous case. A particularly interest-
ing effect is observed when the source is in this region where convergence zone structure
may be seen in the received signal. Figure 9 shows the received amplitude as the source is
towed through a convergence zone. The first part of the zone is attribuied to deep cycling
RR and the second part corresponds to RSR propagation paths. Note the behavior of the
bearing error for these different propagation conditions. I am not aware of any model
which predicts any such wavefront behavior.

(U) Note however, that the bearing error remains relatively constant for the majority
of the time.

(U) On one array no observable wavefronts were present.

{(C) The deep sound speed pvofiles associated with these measurements and approxi-
mate depth and local sea floor slopes at the arrays are illustrated in Fig. 10. At points A, B,
E, and for the most part C, near perfect correlation was observed over the length of the
arrays. At point D however, despite good signal to noise no coherent wavefronts were ob-
served. For one experiment the propagation path was in shallow water for a considerable
distance which we feel would produce the observed results. For the other experiment the
slope dropped rapidly, but this was a stationary source experiment so the RSR palh may
not have directly connected the source and receiver for this case.

(U) Restricting ourselves to leng range, deep water, passive surveillance requirements,
we have presented data in support of the following:

(1) Existing propagation models arc capable of providing the required signal
fluctuation statistics.
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(U) Figure 9 — Bearing error within a convergence zone (U)
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(C) Figure 10 — Sound speed and bathymetry at selected sites (U)
{2) Thal topugraphic interference anywhere along the propagation path will af-
fect equally receivers that are bottom mounted, suspended, or towed.
and finally,
{3) That for low frequencies, properly positioned bottom mounted arrays are
operating in nearly perfect plane wave fields. However, the orientation of
these fields vary and these variations are not completely understood.
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NUMERICAL MODELS OF ACOUSTIC PROPAGATION ’;
THROUGH INTEKNAL WAVES 3
H. A. DeFerrari and R. Leung i
i
(See Volume 1 — Unclassified)
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SINGLE PATH-PHASE AND AMPLITUDE FLUCTUATIONS

T, E, Ewart

(Bee Volume 1 — Unclassified)
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BEAM OUTPUT FLUCTUATIONS
ON TWO TOWED ARRAYS* (U)

Arndrew G. Fabula
NOSC Code 5311

INTRODUCTION

(C) During the recent Bearing Stake zxercise (Ref. 1), two towed arrays, called
OAMS and LATA, simultaneously received CW signals from a towed source, The character-
istics of the two arrays are described in Ref. 1. An hour of becam output recordings on both
arrays was obtained incidentally to propagation loss and intra-array coherence measurs-
ments (Ref. 2). The recorded data are being used to investigate the effectiveness of coherent
multi-array processing for two towed arrays (Mobile/Mobile CMAP). As an important part
of that work, the characteristics of the beam output signal at each array have been
investigated.

(C) Figure 1 shows the area and geometry of the experiment. The Mk 6 source was towed

by the USNS KINGSPORT. Approximate parameiers for 1700Z, 13 Apr 1977 were as
follows:

Mk 6 OAMS LLATA

Depth (m) 30 200 300
Speed (knots) 9.9 2.8 2.3
Track heading (°1) 211 133 239
Source range (naut. miies) - 170 370
Source bearing (°T) - = 221 313
Source aspect (°) S 170 78
Source relative bearing (°)t _— 76 74

The inter-array aperture angie is 92°, and the source track heading is at 124° to the bisector
of that angle. Because of the aspect angles, the doppler shift at LATA is more sensitive to
source heading perturbations, while the doppler shift at OAMS is morc sensitive to sourcc
speed changes. For both arrays, the source is about 15° forward of broadside.

*8ae also NOSC TR294 “a Mobile-Mobile CMAP Experiment,” A.G. Fabula, Aug. 78 (Confidential)

+0° = front endfire.
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Figure 1. (C) Mobile/Mobile CMAP Experiment Geometry. (U)

(C) According to the pre-exercise ray trace predictions (Ref, 3), the imporiant
propagation paths interact with the bottom at low grazing angles (the source is above the
bottom conjugate depth; the receivers are below). Due to thick bottomn sediment of the
Indus Fan, the low {requency bottom reflection loss at low angles is very low, and the
source was received at both arrays at high signal-to-noise ratio.
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(C) The LATA hydrophone outputs were digitized at 512 Hz and recorded at sea
and later beamformed digitaliy. Digital anti-alias filtering was done beforc sub-sampling to
produce the LATA beam data sampled at 128 Hz for this work. The OAMS beamforming
and analogue recording was done at sea. The simultaneously recorded time code 1 kHz
carrier was used to command the analogue-to-digital conversion at 125 Hz. In this way the
effects of tape speed fluctuations were eliminated. Figure 2 summarizes the FFT and DFT
processing for CMAP analysis for 1/4 Hz bin width.

LATA:

o 128 Hz sampling available

¢ 512 point FFT s, Y« Hz bin width
e For 75% ovetlap, shift 128 points
OAMS:

* 125 Hz sampling to be synchronized by time
code carrier divided by 8

e 500 point DFT s, "2 Hz bin width
¢ For 75% overiap, shiit 125 points

Figure 2, (C) Mobile/Mobile CMAP inputs. (U)

CMAP RESULTS

(C) Only preliminary CMAP results are available so far. Due to the narrow band-
width of the Mk 6 signal and its frequency switching, a mixture of narrowband and wide-
band analysis has been used, as in Figure 3. The narrowband results showed coherence
ridges with peaks as high as 0.9. The wideband results for OAMS Beam 7 and LATA
Beam & and four successive frequency switch cvents were as follows:

Event Max. Coherence Tau(s)
1 16 290.0
2 .69 296.1
3 .93 295.9
4 .62 287.6

The scatter in tau is not consistent with the known track geometry which implies a mono-
tonic decrease of tau. In order to study the cause of such scatter in CMAP results, the
fluctuations of the signals received at each array have been studied in detail.
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|_ SEARCH FOR
~~1 KINGSPORT LINES
WITH COHERENCE

SPECTRUM ANALYSIS
Figure 3. (C) Plan for Mobile/Mobile CMAP analysis. (U)

BEAM SURVEY
(C) Tigure 4 is a 20-minute survey of sixteen LATA beams 1° apart in look angle.
For two sets of FFT bins each containing onc of the projector frequencies (22 or 25 Hz), the
loudest bin-beam pair has been found for each independent FFT (4 seconds block length
and separation). For cach FFT, the three plots of Figure 4 give the following:

top plot — bin numbers for the two loudest bin-beam pairs

middle plot - beam numbers for those same pairs, with the loudest beam
for the signal emphasized

bottom plot - relative levels for those same pairs
The projector switching action is seen in the top plot. Although the projector switches

frequency abraptly, there is considerable overlap in the top plot, apparently due to the spread
of multipath travel times. The middle plot shows loudest beam drift and “jumping” due to
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(C) multipath interference and (possibly) array meander. The jumnping is as much as 7° in 4
seconds. Whenever beam jumping is intense, the bottom plot shows slow fading of the
loudest beam with 5-10 dB level reduction and time scale of about 100 seconds. Because the
towing conditions were very good for the experiment, it seems likely that such rapid beam
jumping is not due to array meander but is due to changing multipath interference. The
observed time scale of about 100 seconds for the major amplitude fluctuations is of the same

order as the aperture length divided by a predicted trace speed of sound field structure as
discussed later.

(C) Beam jumping is presumably mainly due to multipath interference between
paths with different vertical arrival angles. While one might think that the amount of jump-
ing is limited by the spread in vertical arrival angles, these data clearly show otherwise, For
example in the present case, with a horizontal array with a horizontal arrival at 74° from
end-fire, a shift to a vertical arrival angle to £20° would move the loudest beam from 74°
to 75°; a shift of vertical arrival to £40° would give only 74° to 78°. Arrival angles of +40°
are unreasonable at the range involved in this case, so that the beam jumping seen in Figure
4 cannot be explained by vertical arrival angle only. Instead one must consider how the
interference pattern across the array can cause the loudest beam to not match any of \he

actual arrivals (Ref. 4, 5). The casc of beam “nulls” discussed later is an example of related
behavior.

AMPLITUDE AND PHASE FLUCTUATIONS

(U) The high SNR of the ioudest beam outputs (typically over 20 dB in the source
bin) allows direct examinztion of the phase stability of the received signal on each array.

Doppler shift of both signals can te measured and continuous doppler difference can be
measured,

(U) Figure 5 is an example of such data for LATA Beam 44 giving the FFT relative
amplitude in decibels and Af, the increment of FFT argument from block to block, i€, in
one second. At the start of the figure, the projector is on 22 Hz and later it switches to 25
Hz so that temporal characteristics of both signal-plus-noise and noise are seen, (Note that a
steady A6 of +8° corresponds to a doppler shift of 8/360 = +.022 Hz.)

(C) The “null” or sharp amplitude fade on Beam 44 seen in Figure 5 is clearly due
to a multipath interference pattern, with a phase jump, which moved across the array. Such
patterns were frequently seen on the hydrophone signals in the at-sea coherence analysis.
The beam phase jump corresponding to the beam null is seen morc clearly in I'igure 6,
where ZAQ is the accumulation of the A8 values, thereby giving the residual total phase of
the received signal. In Figure 6, £ A8 is given also for Beam 43. (The twa sets of A6 values
were arbitrarily aligned at the start of the time period for the plot.) Thus a 1° change in

beam look angle eliminates the phase jump. (The accompanying amplitude null is also
smeothed over.)
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Figure 5. 7¢}j Sample of LATA Beam Data. (U)
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Figure 6. (U) Beam Phase Behavior around the Null in Figure 5, (U)

(C) It is not surprising that 1° change of look angle makes such a difference in
signal behavior, For example, if the signal field has a 180° phase jump at the aperture mid-
point, so ihat the beam steered directly at the source is nulied, then that change in look
angle which corresponds to Y2 period change in time delay across the full aperture will
largely smooth out the nuil, (At 22 Hz, a 180° phase jump corresponds to .023 s, while the
change from LATA Beam 44 to Beam 43 in maximum beamforming time delay is .013 s.)

(C) Since the estimated trace speed of sound field structure across LATA, as
discussed below, is about 5 m/s, it would take about 240 s for a given feature of
the sound field to pass over the array. Presumably this is so much longer than the duration
of very depressed signal Ievel in Figure 5 becausc that deep depression only occurs while the
phasc sharp jump is nearly centercd on the array.
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(C) Thz type of phase behavior seen in I'igure 6 occurred systematically. The
approximate frequency of such sharp nulls was about 1 per array beam hour (from 3 nulls
on two loudest or near loudest bearns for each of two arrays in 37 minutes). It is unexpect-
ed that th- greater number of nulls (two out of three) shoul? oceci. ou LATA with its much
slower range rate. This may have been due to severe OAMS ivi’ -vihone gain perturbations
(due to damage) which raised relative side lobe levels and presumably also made the beam
outputs less sensitive to multipath interference.

DOPFLER DIFFERENCE

(U) Figure 7 is an example of how the A6 data has been smocthed in order to leave

only the major features of the dopplcr variations. A6 is a running average of 11 Af samples.

AB is obtained by further hand smoothing.

(C) Figure 8 is a summary of 1600 seconds of Al data and the corresponding values
of 8, the normalized doppler difference, with

B = (AfpaTA ~ AfpaMS fsource

for
Af = AB /360

In order to align the LATA data with the OAMS time scale, two notably sharp switch events
were aligned by inspection. The time alignment shift decreased 6 seconds in 15 minutes
compared with an expected decrease of about 4 seconds based on track reconstruction.

(C) The plots in Figure 8 show no evidence of correlated 1requency meander at
both arrays. This is consistent with the estimated source frequency steadiness to .01%,
which corresponds to A8 constancy to about 0.8° at 22 Hz. Thus, the uncorrelated mean-

ders of the A data are presumably due to propagation effects or to receiver or source
motions.

(C) Lateral meander of the track of the source would mainly affect the doppler
received at LATA. A £1° variation in the heading of the source two ship would produce a
A0 variation at LATA of only about £1°. In view of the calm seas at the time, it seems

unlikely that the source  tow ship would have had heading variations large enough to explain
the major mecanders in AD for LATA.

(C) Similar reas omng eliminates other source or receiver motion perturbations as
likely causes of the larger A% meanders scen in Figure 8, leaving propagation effects as the
tentative explanation. Propagation effects can arise due to range-only-dependent structure
of the signal sound ficld moving across tlie ariay. rom the track reconstruction data, the
corresponding trace speeds should be around 20 m/s for OAMS and 5 m/s for LATA. Thus,
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(C) the slow meanders of Ab in Figure 8 could be caused by changing range. More deﬁniﬁive
conclusions will be sought via a propagation modeling investigation which may also consider
possible bottom waviness.

SUMMARY

(C) Towed array beamn cutput fluctuations of signa's from a moving CW source
received at high signal-to-noise ratio for long range, bottom-limited propagation, display
significant and correlated amplitude and phase fluctuation behavior. Occasional sharp
amplitude “nulls’’ and associated phase jumps are seen which are remarkably smoothed
over for a 1° change in beam look angle. Most of the characteristics of the received signais
for this experiment can be understood in terms of multipath interference patterns moving
across the arrays.
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IMPACT OF SOURCE MOTIONAL FLUCTUATIONS ON
INTERARRAY SIGNAL COHERENCE (U)

Albert A. Gerlach
Naval Research Leboratory
Waehington, D.C. 203176

ABSTRACT

(U) A dominant cause of phase fluctuations in signals propagating the
ocean is due to the motional fluctuations inherent in a moving source. When the
source gignal is received at two widely separated receiving arrays, the impact of
the phase fluctuations is to degrade the signal coherence between the two array
signals. The extent of the coherence degradation has been determined to be a
complex function of the correlation analysis time and parameters associated
with the signal, the source motion, and the system geometry. The interrelation-
ship between the coherence degradation, the correlation time, and the relevant
syatem parameters has been derived and verified experimentally. The results of
this study are presented in graphical form for ease of data assimilation, A most
useful resull is the estimation of an optimum correlation integratinn time as a
function of the relev-nt system parameters, It is concluded that the motional
fluctuations inherent in a moving source limit the correlation integration time
which is optimum in passive sonar applications.

TECHNICAL SUMMARY
INTRODUCTION

(U) Acoustic signal transmission over long ranges in the deep ocean is subject to fluc-
tuations in the propagation delay resulting from both temporal and spatial medium vari-
ahility, and from fluctuations in the gource and/or receiving sensor motion. Except for
unusual conditions it can be expected that, over analysis intervals of less than about 30
minutes, the propagation delay fluctuations will be dominated by the relative speed and
course fluctuations between the source and the receiving sensor. This was demonstrated
in the CASE sea tests conducted in 1973,

(C) The impact of the propagation-delay fluctuations is to produce phase-difference
fluctuations between the target-emitted signal received at two remote receiving sensors
(after correcting for both time difference in arrival and inean doppler difference). In turn,
the motion-induced phase-difference fluctuations will degrade the correlation-coefficient
between the two received signals, A recent study shows that the amount of coherence
degradation due to this cause can be expected to increase with the temporal length of the
analysis interval (correlation integration time) [1,2]. The obiectives of this paper will be
to quantify the amount of correlation degradation which can be expected from a transiting
submarine taiget, and lo provide a suitable estimate of the optimum integration time to use
in passive correlation detection, In the results to be presented the target was assumed to
emit a narrowband acoustic signal while conducting a routine underwater transit along a
base course at an assigned speed of advance between 5 and 30 kts.
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EXPERIMENTAL TEST DATA

(C) To obtain data on the motional fluctuations of a transiting submarine, ship speed
and course were measured aboard a nuclear submarine during a normal underwater transit.
‘The data were measured at one minute intervals (from the ship’s inertial navigation system)
over eight test runs of one-half hour duration each. The test runs encompassed several ship
headings while the submarine proceeded at a speed of approximately 10 knots.

() In computing the correlation degradu.ion for a given analysis interval T, only the
motional fluctuation data within the given time interval are relevant. Consequently, the
data from the 8 test runs afforded an opportunity to accumulate a significant sample size
for statistical analysis (when T is less than 30 minutes). In the data computations the anal-
ysis window T was varied from about 6 minutes to 30 minutes in 10 discrete steps.

VARIANCE AND POWER SPECTRA OF TARGET SPEED AND COURSE

(C) The variance of both the submarine speed and course was computed and found to
increase monotonically with the length of the analysis interval T. For T between 5 minutes
to 30 minutes, the mean standard deviation of the speed and course ranged from 0,05 to

0.10 kt and from 0.35 to 0.62 degrees, respectively. The variance about the mean measures
was quite high.

(U) The average power spectral density of both the speed and course fluctuations was
found to be a generally decreasing function of frequency. However for a limited sequence
of observations, the power spectral density did peak at a frequency large with respect to
1/T Hz. This implies that the correlation degradation for a given analysis (integration) time
can be expected to vary rather significantly over extended periods of observation.

PHASE-DIFFERENCE FLUCTUATIONS

(U) The phase-difference fluctuations between two remote receiving sensors are 2
function of: the analysis time T, the frequency of the signal source, the motional param-
eters of the source, and the source-sensor geometry. All other factors being 2qual, the ex-
pected standard deviation of the phase-difference fluctuations was found to increase mono-
tonically with the analysis time T (over the range of 5 to 30 minutes). Knowledge of the
standard deviation of the phase-difference fluctuations was used to compute the correlation
degradation as a function of all of the relevant parameters. It was determined that the ex-
pected correlation degradation increases monotonically with; the signal frequency, the
aperture angle of the two receiving sensors (taken at the target location), the target speed,
and the correlation integration time,

OPTIMUM INTEGRATION TIME

(C) Of prunsry ulility in undersea surveillance applications is the selection of the
optimum integration time for an interarray correlation detector. Assuming that the mo-
tional fluctuation data acquired on the test submarine are representative of all nuclear
submarines, the optimum integration time was derived as a function of; the source signal
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frequency, the target mean speed and course, and the aperture angle of the receiving sensors
(relative to the source). It was determined that for signal frequencies less than about 50 Hz,
optimum integration times in excess of 8 to 10 minutes are realizable over a wide range oi
both target speed and sensor-pair aperture angle. Cn the other hand, for signal frequencies
greater than 100 Hz, loug integration times (10 minutes or more) will be sub-optimal except
for small aperture angles and low target speeds or a highly favorable base course, Detailed
data are available which give the optimum integration time when the signal frequency, the
target speed and course, and the source-sensor aperture angle are specified [3,4].

CONCLUSIONS

(U) It can be concluded that the impact of source motional fluctuations on interarray
signal coherence is to limit or bound the maximum correlation integration time which can
be usefully employed in passive sonar applications. The limitation is well-defined in the
sense that knowledge cf the relevant signal, motional, and geometry parameters is sufficient
to specify an optimun. integration time for a given application.

REFERENCES
1. A.A. Gerlach, “Correlation Degradation Resulting from Target Motion,”” NRJ. Report
7894, July 1975.

2.  A.A. Gerlach, “Motion Induced Coherence Degradation in Passive Systems,” IEEE
Trans. ASSP 26, ¥ebruary 1978,

3. A.A. Gerlach and W.L. Anderson, “Limitations on the Coherence of an Acoustic Sig-
nal Emanating from a Transiting Submarine,”” NEL Report 8079, January 1977.

4, A.A. Gearlach and W.L, Anderson, “Optimum Coherence Time for the Detection of a
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RANGE INDEPENDENT FLUCTUATIONS AND
PATTERN RECOGNITION OF VERTICAL ANGLE OF ARRIVAL STRUCTURE (U)

F. H. Fisher
University of California, San Diego
Mgrine Physical Laboratory
Scripps Institution of Oceanography
San Diego, California 92152

(C) The results to be presented here are from the CONTRACK IV cruise of May 1977,
The origin of this work stemmed from a talk that VADM Waller gave at a meeting of the
Under Sea Warfare Research and Development Council (USWR & DC) in which he discussed
problems in holding contact with and tracking submarines. In connection with solving these
problems, I felt it might be advantageous to use a vertical array to eliminate or reduce inter-
ference effects by separating the various multipaths by their vertical angles of arrival. The
idea was to maxe multipaths work for us and to see how far we could push towards a goal
of continuous tracking of third generation sources, Hence, the name of our cruises,
CONTRACK for continuous tracking,

(U) The results 1 am going to present will indicate what sort of limits the medium places
on long range sound propagation. The results are encouraging with respect to goals cited above.

(U) In CONTRACK IV, we measured the vertical arrival angles of signals at 195 Hz
and 400 Hz transmitted from a source towed at about 4 kts at a depth of 100 m to simulate
a submarine on a radial run away from FLIP,

(U) The experiment was done in the convergence zone region nearest to San Diego as
shown in Figure 1. FLIP was deployed in a 3 point moor with the 532 meter, 20 element
array centered at the sound channel axis as shown in Figure 2, We used a pseudorandom spacing
of the elements as shown in Table Al and the beam pattern response at 400 Hz is shown in
Figure 3.

(U) In Figure 4 we see the kind of data we took at sea. In order to have an on-line display
at-sea, the analog hydrophone signals were bandpassed and sampled at a 2.5 kHz rate for two
seconds at three minute intervals. Using the complex amplitude at the signal frequencies we
normalize, beamform and display the vertical arrival angle structure between +20 as shown.

A positive angle of arrival correspnds to energy that is arriving from above the horizontal at
the array. Thus, as the source range increases we see energy coming from below (the near side
of the zone) and then after the energy has vertexed above the array, we see the onset of energy
coming from above. As range increases and ray paths spread out, we see that we begin to receive
signals over most of a convergence zone,

(U) In order to obtain the pattern of vertical arrival angles at 125 Hz and 400 Hz the data
are displayed on a linear scale in power that has been normalized. The normalization for each
two second sample consisi of dividing the signal level at each hydrophone by the average of the
signal levels for all hydrophones. The reason for the normalized display was to improve the
continuity of the vertical arrival angle pattern. That is, given the large variations that are
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observed in amplitude, we minimize these effects by the normalized display. The average signal
level across the array is also displayed in Fig. 4. In addition, the stands>d deviation (¢) across

the array at 400 Hz is also displayed; the o appears to be range independent at 135 Hz and
400 Hz as shown with a value of about £3 db,

{U) The pattern of vertical arrival angle structure seen in Fig. 4 is virtually identical to
that obtained in CONTRACK III in June 1976 during which we were processing outy 0,2
second data samples at 400 Hz. The weather conditions during CONTRACK III were much

more favorable, It should be noted that we were in a sea state 5 to 6 for nearly the whole
CONTRACK IV run,

(C) The limited results frora CONTRACK 1V suggest that the vertical arrival pattern is
rather simple with two dominant ariivals. It is robust and reproducible without requiring array
motion compensation. Each zone has a characteristic pattern which may be useful in identifying

a range for a source. The progression of the angle of arrival with range is easily understood on
the basis of ray tracing.

(U) 1n Fig. 5 we display, cn a linear scale, the power as a function of the vertical arriva!
angle in a three dimensional display beginning at the seventh zone. Here we see the caustic
region at the beginning of the seventh zone and the large variations in absolute power &s a func-
tion of range. Note the course change in Figs. 4 and 5 just before we approach the eighth zone,
This represents a course change from 315° to 090°,

(U) A very important feature in Fig. 5 occurs when the 400 Hz source is tumed off at the
end of the record (see also Fig. 4), where no energy at any angle between +20 is seen; that is,
we see no effects of ambient noise in Fig. 5. However, because of the normalization process, the
record in Fig. 4 appears noisy even when the source is turned off. As yet we cannot answer the

question, do we have just two dominant arrivals or are there other weaker ones present in Figs.
4 and 5. .

(C) Another aspect of the pattern recognition potential of displaying the data as seen in
Fig. 4 or 5 is that it may be possible to distinguish between a submerged and a surface source,
Also, it is seen that since the 195 Hz and 400 Hz patterns are virtually identical, the potential
exists for relating frequencies to a source on the basis of pattern recognition, and subsequently
combining identical patterns at various frequencies from a common source to enhance tracking.

(C) For a source on a constant course and at constant speed it is possible to recognize

CPA and zone intercept times and therefore deduce range and speed using a single vertical array.
This is shown in the Appendix.

(U) In the high energy caustic region at the beginning of the seventh zone, the square of
the coherence at 400 Hz is typically greater than 0.7 across the array, using a center hydro-
phone as a reference. The coherence was calculated from 32 samples {20 Hz bandwidth) within
each two second data sarnple. The variations in power seen in Fig, 5 do not significantly degrade
the ability to resolve the vertical arrival structure (in Fig. 4) at 400 Hz. Even though the source
level at 195 11z is 16 4 lowet than the 400 Hz level, the patierns in Fig. 4 are still very promi-
nent and virtually identical to the 400 Hz patterns.
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(U) At 400 Hz, and a range of ~200 miles, the S/N ratio for a single hydrophone is
about 20 db. In the 0.6 Hz bandwidth corresponding to the ~2 second sample we find the
ambient noise to be 68 db/1uPa, which corresponds to a spectrum level of ~71 db/1uPa, about
that to be expected for sea state & t» 6, The nropagation loss averaged over the array in the
region of 200 miles is 100 db.

(C) Our preliminary results for array gain at both frequencies average about 8 db for the
seventh zone; it is as high as 11 db in the caustic region. This says that by going to a 200
element array of the same aperture we should achieve an 19 db array gain. OQur data suggests
that integration times of 103 seconds or greater are reasonable to consider. If a 50 mHz band-
width is used to impiove signal to noise, we gain 10.8 db; allowing 5 log T for going from 20
seconds to 1000 seconds, we gain 8.5 db; allowing 13 db for recognition differential, we con-
clude that with a 200 element 532 meter array, we can obtain a signal excess of 45.3 db at a
range of 209 miles; the results are summarized in Table 1.

(C) If we take advantage of the oceanographic environment by looking at sources in
northerly directions, most of the propagation loss occurs within the first two hundred miles.
Therefere, it appears that our results indicate a substantial probability of detecting and
holding (targets) out to long range in northerly directions, in the northern hemisphere,

(C) Our preliminary analysis of the on-line data taken at-sea therefore appears to be very
encouraging as to what might ultimately be achieved using a vertical array. We expect to learn
more from the CW data, which was taken on two ten channel analog recorders in conjunction
with inter-array correlation work with NOSC.

(C) The principal questions to be addressed are the ultimate capabilities of vertical
arrays for detection and tracking, the utility of pattern recognition as a means of discrimi-
nating between submerged and surface sources, and the fact that amplitude fluctuations over
the array appear to be independent of range, The fluctuation aspect bears on the ideas of the
Jason group (1) regarding saturation and coherence in an individual multipath,

Table I — (C) Projection of preliminary 400 Hz results to a 200 element array (1))

Experimental S/N 20db Average for single element 0.6
Hz bandwidth, 200 mile range
Array Gain* 19db For 200 element array based on

measured arra_’ gain for 20
element array average gain

Bandwidth Gain 10.8db 600 mHz to 50 mHz

Post Detection Gain 8.5 db 20 seconds to 1000 second sample
QOutput S/N 58.3db

Recognition Differential __13db_

Signal Excess 45.3 db

*Peak velues of array gain are ~2 db higher
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(C) The work of Ross Williams (2) at 400 Hz at ranges of 700 nm encourages us to be
optimistic in that he found little wavefront distortion over an aperture similar to ours. This
leads us to believe that coherence for a single arrival over the array does not degrade signifi-

cantly with range and that we might expect to be able to detect and hold low level targets at
ranges of 1000 miles or more,

(U) Analysis of the CW data will give us added insight in how to plan a critical test of
the ideas udvanced in this presentation.
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i 1200 |— CONTRACK IV
i FLIP AT 3 POINT MOOR
? IN 2100 FATHOM WATER,
POSITION: 30° 37'N, 120° 56.2'W
i N MAY 21, 1977 TIME: 1301
]
H 1480 1490 1500 1510 I
Sound velocity, meters / sec
4 I
i Figure 2 (UJ) — Schematic diagram of FLIP in a 3 point moor with 20 element 532 5
4 meter hydrophone array deployed. Center of array is at axis of deep sound channel
as determined from sound velocity profile. (U) E
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Figure 6 {U) — Three dimensional unnormalized power display on a linear scale of vertical 5
angle arrival structure as a funclion of range commencing near the beginning ot the seventh
convergence zone, about 1700 on 14 May 1977. Compare with Fig. 4 1o see how normal-
ized display improves pattern continuity, Note last few sweepswhen sound source is turned
off; in the normalized display it is difficult to tell when the source is off. (U)
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APPENDIX A
EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS (U)

(U) The vertical array was deployed from FLIP which was in a tight 3 point moor in
2100 fm water as shown in Fig. 2. The center of the array was located at the sound velocity
minimum. The sound velocity profile shown in Fig. 2 was obtained just before the array was
deployed. The top hydrophone of the 532 m array was at a depth of 500 m, The hydrophone
outputs are amplified and coupled through an FM telemetry link over a single coaxial cable to
FLIP where a set of 20 receivers demultiplex and demodulate the signals, The signals are band-
pass filtered from 100 Hz to 1 kHz and digitized at 2.5 kHz for 2 second intervals. An integer
FFT processing system is used to obtain the complex phase and amplitude of desired signal
frequencies. At 3 minute intervals an on-line displa;; of the vertical arrival angle structure is
plotted for the two signal frequencies at 195 Hz and 400 Hz. The vertical beam patterns of
noise and of signals at other frequencies from 100 Hz up to 1 kHz can be displayed by repro-
cessing the digitized data,

(U) In Tabie Al the hydrophone spacings are iisted; hydrophone 1 is at the bottom of
the array. 7 he spacings are pseudorandom and represent an unfilled array with a 1,75 m unit
interval.

Table AI — (U) Element spacings of the LRAPP array (U)

Hydrorhone Number Spacing, Meters
20 .
19 65
21
18
17 31.5
16 36.75
50.75
15
8.75
14
14.0
13
12 280
16.75
11
10 5.25
9 16.75
8 28.0
7 5.2b
6 28.0
5 7.0
4 38.5
3 56.0
9 36.76
1 42.0
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(U) The source was towed between 3 and 4 knots by the USNS UTE with the source
depth at 100 m. Source levels were checked at a range of 1000 yards and were 188 db/uP at
400 Hz and 172 db/uP at 195 Hz with both signals being transmitted sim:iltaneously. The
source frequencies were generated either by frequency synthesizers or by a crystal-contrglled
oscillator. The source was a single HX-90 unit driven by a 5 Kw CML power amplifier. XBT
drops were made every 6 hours cn both FLIP and UTE,

Ve Tﬂ Thet

FLIP

Figure A1 (U) — Schematic of geometry for recognition of CPA and zone intercepts from
behavior of vertical arrival angle as a function of time. (U)
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APPENDIX B
(U) PATTERN RECOGNITION FOR CPA AND ZONE INTERCEPTS (U)

(U) In Fig. 4 we see that the arrival angle pattern changes in a uniform way as range
increases. Suppose the source were moving at 2 constant speed on a tangential run as shown in
Fig. 6 instead of a radial one. From the pattern of vertical angles ot arrival we can identify a
time Tn when it intercepts the nth zone (n unknown) from FLIP at a range Rn where Rn =
nRz, Rz being the zone range for the region of interest, For a source moving at constant speed,
course and depth the time Tc at which the closest point of approach (CPA) occurs, correspon-
ding to a range Rc, can be identified by a reversal in the progression of the pattern of vertical
angles of arrival as a function of time. The range to the zone n is therefore

RnZ =Rc2 + V2 (Tn - Tc)2 1)

Similaily for the range to zone (1 + 1)

(Rn +1)2 = Re2 + V2 (Tn + 1 - Tc)2 (2)
From these two equations we obtain
(Rn+1)2 —Rn2Z =V? [(A'I‘n +1)2-A Tn2] (3) i
where ATn = Tn - Tg, etc, j
3

(U) The zone range Rz is known from the oceanography and location. Noting that
! Rn +1 = Rn + Rz we obtain

(2Rn + Rz) (Rz) = V2 BATn +1)2 -ATn2] (4)

Similarly we obtain

(2Rn + 2Rz) 2Rz = V2 [(aTn +2)2 - & Tn?] (5)

Knowing Rz we can solve these two equations for the two unknowns Rn and V. Further zone-
crossing times would increase the accuracy of the result.

el i ! i L

(C) This exercise demonstrates in principle how the pattern of vertical arrival angles
can be used to track and range on a maoving source; for a ressonable speed and range we can
calculate the times involved for a typical zone range. At Rc =195 nm, V = 10 kts, Tn - Te =
7.8 hours and (Tn + 1) - Tn = 6.2 hours with Rz = 30 nm.

(U) Doppler analysis of course ¢ould also be used to recognize CPA and obtain Te,
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OMNIDIRECTIONAL AMBIENT NOISE AS A FUNCTION OF DEPTH AND
FREQUENCY IN THE DEEP NORTHEAST PACIFIC (U)

Jack A. Shooter
Appiied Research Laboratories
The University of Texas at Austin
Austin, Texas 78712

ABSTRACT

(U) A recent acoustic exercise was held in the mid northeast Pacific in
500 m of water. A vertical ACODAC with sensors distributed between 3400 m
and the bottom was deployed tc record the depth dependence of the omnidirec-
tional ambient noise field. Data were recorded for a duration of 10 days and
selected portions of data have been analyzed representative of periods of time
when the acoustic field was dominated by single mexrchant ships and selected
wind speed periods when no single merchant ships dominated the field, The
data were processed into one minute spectra with frequency resolutions of
0.147 Hz over the range of 10 to 600 Hz and 0.018 Hz over the range 5 to 75 Hz
which has allowed a detailed study of the spectral characteristics of the noise
field and a clear separation of the noise field into its dominating source mech-
anisms. The emphasis of this work has been on the identification and understrnd-
ing of the dominating source and environmental mechanisms that govern the
ambient acoustic field.

TECHNICAL SUMMARY

Introduction

(U) The goal of the ARL:UT Ambient Noise Program is to characterize the physical
and statistical nature of the ambient noise field as a function of depth, frequency and
bandwidth with emphasis on narrowband data. The primary purpose is to provide sup-
port for ambient noise modeling and system evaluation.

(C) This program started in FY 77 under NAVELEX-320 sponsorsh'p and this first
year was devoted to the development of “tools” with which to measure and analyze the
noise field and to the study of noise field physical and statistical parameters. The initial
data base chosen for this study was the vertical ACODAC data from the NORDA/LRAPP
exercise CHURCH OPAL. These data, because of the vertical noise field gradient or
“depth quieting” presented an almost unigue opportunity for the study of the physical
mechanisms that made up the total field. As will be discussed, it is quite easy to iden-
tify the spectral components of nearby merchant ships in this data base.

(U) The fundamental approach to this problem has been to process the data into
narrowband spectra and to usc that, plus ancillary information such as ship positions and
wind speed, to identify the dominant acoustic sources. The physical properties of the

source and environmental parameters are then determined and the statistical properties of
the data are measured.
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Data Base

(C) The vertical ACODAC in the CHURCH OPAL exercise was deployed in §000 m
of water in the mid northeast Pacific. The hydrophones as seen in Fig. 1 were distributed
from 3460 m depth to within 30 m of the ocean bottom. The ACODAC recorded 13
data channels onto analog tape for a duration of 10 days with a usable bandwidth of
500 Hz per channel. A 14th channel was used for recording time of day plus encoding
of data channel gain states, The data channel gain ranging is independent for each char.nel
and allcws a system dynamic range of more than 80 dB. As will be shown, this dynamic
range allowed the recording of nearby ship signatures as well as some of the lowest noise
levels ever recorded by LRAPP,

. L - .
H .
e i e el f bl e o et s gt b

(U) For analysis purposes these data were processed into narrowband calibrated
spectra for selected time periods. These time periods were those times when the domi-
nating acoustic sources could be identified. Several merchant ship signatures were selected
as well as periods of time when there were no known nearby sources and the wind gen-
erated noise was the dominating source mechanism. The primary analysis bandwidth was
0.147 Hz over the frequency range 10 to 500 Hz. Because of an interest in very low

R
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(U) Fig. 1—CHURCH OPAL ACODAC site showing bathemetry along the Meridian 137° 55' W
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frequency, some data were also processed with a 0.018 Hz bandwidth ovcr the range 5 to
75 Hz and it is these higher resolution data that have served as the primary data base for
the study of falise detections in the spectra or “‘clutter’” measurements. The spectra are
stored on digital tape in the form of one minute averages. The noise level fluctuations of
the low frequency data are shown in Figs. 2 and 3 for a 10 day period. The large (10 to
40 dB) excursions mark the passage of merchant ships.

Physical Environment

{(C) In order to properly understand the impact and significance of the CHURCH
OPAL data base, some discussion of the physical environment will be given. The CHURCH
OPAL area was located in the deep water of the mid northeast Pacific and the ACODAC
site was 180 km south of the Moonless Mountains which act as a bathymetric shield to
the north and northeast. The ocean bottom in this area is characterized as a high loss
area and at the ACODAC site there was more than 800 m depth excess with the nominal
critical depth at 4000 m and the actual ocean bottom at 4883 m. The sound axis was
near 600 m depth and in general the sound axis and critical depths decrease at the more
northerly latitudes. The shipping density in the area is low compared to the high density
shipping to the north at 50° latitude (Yokomoma-San Francisco). In fact, there are
periods of 18 to 24 hours when no ship came within 300 km of the site. Most of the
identified ships transiting the area were on the Hawaii to San Francisco route and were
traveling at nominal speeds of 15 kt. At least four ships approached the site to within
18 km and completely dominated the acoustic field observed by the near hottom hydro-
phone over the frequency range 5 to 500 Hz.

Noise Dept* Dependence

(C) All of the physical parameters including the shipping density just mentioned in
the physical environment are critical to contributing to the observed depth quieting at the
ACODAC site. An additional contributing mechanism to depth quieting may be the down
slope conversions of the merchant ship noise as they pass over the continental shelves and
near sea mounts. At least cne significant example of a fluetuation in the ambient noise
field due to slope conversion is seen in the CHURCH OPAL data at time 251 1500~
252 0000 when a merchant ship passes near a sea mount. Several propagation loss model
computations have indicated that sources on the continental slopes are either not observed
or are greatly attenuated relative to deep receivers in deep water where there is significant
depth excess. An example ray trace model is shown in Fig. 4.

The observed depth quieting in these data shows a 20 to 25 dB decrease in level from
3460 m (540 m above critical) to 4853 m (30 m above bottom). Most of the attenuation
of level with depth happens below critical depth. A summary of the difference in noise
level between critical depth and near bottom depth is shown in Fig. 5 for four nominal
wind speeds. 1t is emphasized that this decrease in level with depth is observed only
under distant source conditions when there are no dominating source mnechanisms within
300 km. In the case of o dominant nearby (less than 18 ki) souice such as a transiting
merchant ship or a strong local wind the noise field is essentially independent of depth.
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(U) Fig. 4—Ray trace model showing the sound field due t, a source on the continental shelf
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Noise Field Statistics

{U) In the case of the narrowhand spectra the data have been shown to obey chi-square
statistics where the conditions are s: .tionary and homogeneous. Of course, this almost never
happens and it was nearly impossib] to find short (3 to 6 hour) segments of data that could
be statistically tested for stationary 1+t homogeneous conditions. However, when these con-

ditions are met for independent data it appears that the data behave in a chi-square predictable 3
way independent of depth, frequency, or bandwidth. :

A e o B AGSRA e£ i emi  fo acl, id

.. b

(C) Because of the almost unique conditions at the CHURCH OPAL site the dynamic
range of the noise levels are enormous. The levels of noise observed at the near critical
depth receiver range from a minimum of near 65 dB re uPa/Hz1/2, These levels, seen in
the percentile levels of Fig. 6, represent the extreme variations in level over a 10 day
period. The minimum level represents distant source conditions and the maximum level
represents the passage of a merchant ship to within 18 km. In this case the frequency
range was 40 to 50 Hz. In the same frequency range for the near bottom receiver the
corresponding levels seen in Fig. 7 range from 45 to 105 dB in level. This even greater
difference of 60 dB is, of course, due to the much lower levels detected by the near bot-
tom receiver. The median levels for these two receivers was 58 dB and 73 dB for the near
bottom and critical depth receivers, respectively.

H
i
L)
é

(C) The spectral components for broadband porfions of the noise field again for
homogeneous conditions which happens for only very short time periods (3 to 6 hours)
] are essentially uncorrelated in time or frequency. An example of the independence of the
. spectral components is shown in Fig. 8 which is a normalized spectral covariance matrix
3 for the critical depth receiver during a quiet time of random homogeneous data. A more
detailed view of these data is seen in Fig. 9, which represents cross sections of the same
matrix for three arbitrary frequencies. The frequency spacing of these data was 0.147 Hz.
A contrasting piece of data can be seen in Fig. 10 which is the normalized spectral covari-
ance matrix observed during the close passage (less than 18 km) of a Swedish merchant
ship. In this case the spectral components are highly correlated all across the frequency
band and a more detailed view can be seen in Fig. 11 which are cross sections for three
frequencies. The physical interpretation here is that aliliough the spectrum may have
peaks due to blade rate and shaft harmonics as seen in Fig. 12, the entire spectrum rises
and falis together as the ship makes its transit. This same degree of high correlation can
be observed in the portion of the spectrum dominated by wind generated noise.

v
[
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{U) Fig. 8-—Norm:lized frequency covariance matrix of spectral levels
CO03HR

251/6/0-251/11/59
(0.147 Hz bandwidth)
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Noise Field Clutter

(C) One of the important noise field characteristics are the number and character-
istics of lines that appear in the noise field. At this writing the false alarm statistics (i.e.,
detection of “peaks” in the spectra) are just becoming available for these data and only a
few preliminary results can be given. One preliminary result is that during periods of
“guiet’ timas the number of single frequency bin false alarms across frequency is typically
50 over the frequency range 5 to 55 Hz with 0.018 Hz resolution. This number was
measured at a 0.1% probability of false alarm rate based on chi-square statistics. The ex-
pected number of false alarms would have been three for the conditions of true chi-square
data. For the case of a ship passage the number of single frequency bin false alarms at
the same threshold appears to typically increase from 50 to 200. The number of false
alarms is summarized in Fig. 13 for the critical depth receiver and in Fig. 14 for the near
bottom receiver. The number of single bin false alarms are typically greater for the near
critical depth receiver. If is also obvious that most of the merchant ship lines are broad
and most false alarms can be described as multiple bin false alarms. For the purpose of
data analysis the multiple bin false alarms have been collapsed into cell groups of con-
tiguous bin false alurms to allow estimates of line frequency and line widths. For the
0.018 Hz data it was observed that ship lines were frequently over resolved and the num-
ber of cell groups could be further reduced by allowing skips in between single bin false
alarms and still count the noncontiguous single bin false alarms as a part of a single cell
group. A parameter study has been carried out for these data which indicate that it is
reasonable to allow 3 to 10 skips between single bin false alarms within a single cell group.

(C) Scine examples are shown in the following figures for a quiet time. Figure 15
shows the noise levels for the 6-hour period 256 1800-257 0000 using bands of 0.147 Hz
for the critical depth receiver. The number of single bin false alarms for these data is
shown in Fig. 16 along with the number of cell groups detected for 0, 3, 5, 10 and 15 bin
skips. The same kind of data are shown in Figs. 17 and 18 for the near bottcm receiver.
A display of cell groups on a frequency-time plot is shown in Fig. 19 fo, the critical depth
receiver and in Fig. 20 for the near bottom receiver, and it is clear that there are several
persistent lines in these data. Also, it can be seen upon close examination that the fre-
guency estimates of these lines are slightly variable. The frequency of a cell group is
defined to be the weighted frequency

fo = Z fiPi/Z P;,
1 1

where P; is the mean square pressure at frequency f; and the index, i, is summed over the
cell group. The bandwidth of a cell group is defined to be

1/2
i i

which is twice the weighted RMS value.
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{U) Fig. 16~Number of single bin false alarms and cell groups for critical depth receiver,
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(C) A histogram of the cell group frequencies for the critical depth receiver is shown in
Fig. 21 followed by Fig. 22, which is a histogram of percent bandwidths defined to be W/f,.
In this case the most probable percent bandwidth was found to be 2.5%. A histogram of sig-
nal excess is shown in Fig. 23, which represents the average single bin power level of a cell
relative to the average background power level. In this case all of the cell groups were lumped
together and the low cutoff is determined by the 0.1% detection threshold near 5 dB, which
was used for this exaraple. The same statistical measures are shown for the near bottom re-
ceiver in Figs. 24 through 26. The peaks in the distribution of frequencies are essentially the
same for both receivers. The percent bandwidth probability for the near bottom receiver
peaks at a smaller value than for the near critical depth receiver and no reason is offered here
2s to why. The signal excess for the two receivers was about the same.

e g e PR e i e P i AU ST g SR S A

(U) These data are preliminary and the next phase of this program will be to link
cell groups in the time domain to form lines so that additional measures can be made on
line frequency and amplitude stability in the background noise.
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ACOUSTIC PROPAGATION CHANNEL BY INVERSE FILTER 1

H. A. DeFerrari and R. F. Tusting
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MEASUREMENT TO0LS (U)

Dave Keir
Naval Blectronics Systems Command
PME 124-6124
Washington, D.C. 20360

ABSTRACY

(U) Four acoustic sensor systems which can be applied to the measure-
ment of acoustic fluctuations are discussed., These systems are the Long Bot-
tomed Array (LBA), Mid-Frequency Array (MFA), Ocean Measurement and
Acoustic Technology (OMAT) System and Versatile Experimental Kevlar Array
{VEKA). These systerns have beeu built under the auspices of various naval and
defense organizations and span a variety of frequency ard deployment regimes.
Although most of these systems were not built for the purpose of investigating
acoustic fluctuations per se each one is capable of looking into new areas of
fluctuations not previously investigated.

LONG BOTTOMED ARRAY (LBA)

(C) The LBA project is sponsored by PME-124.6C. Figure 1 shows a view of the
LBA which was implanted off Bermuda in November of 1977. The LBA is 8206 m in
length and its 21 quad signal cable terminates at Tudor Hill Laboratories, a NUSC facility.

The 21 gquad cable was chosen for use as it was already terminated at the Tudor Hill Labo-

ratories. Standard SOSUS moving coil hydrophones were recovered from antiquated sys-
tems, recalibrated and reused in the LBA.

(U) The noise measurement analysis (NMA) system which can be seen in the upper
right hand comner of Fig. 1 consists of: (1) an array processor for frequency analysis of
up to 64 channels of data and (2) a controlling computer. A set of magnetic delay lines
for beam forming and variable antialiasing filters precede the NMA system. The through-
put data rate capsbility for the NMA is equivalent to a 40 kHz total input rate for a 50%
overlap Hanning weighted FFT.

(C) Figure 2, which is to scale, shows the propcsed LOB for the array « 68.2°. In
laying the array, however; a 67° LOB was used. The array is in 3450 m «. water and
still lies well within its vertical and horizoatal “lay box.”

(C) Figure 3 shows an expanded view of the array which consists of 7% hydrophones.

Sixty of these hydrophones have been hardwired together to form 3U hydrophone pairs.

Twelve hydrophones have been left scattered throughout the array as singiy wired elements.

The combining of hydrophones in this way was done because of the limited number ot
conductor pairs. Forty-two pairs were available with the 21 quad cable. The hydrophones
have a uniform spacing of 114 m with the exception of hydrophone No. 1 at the seaward
end of the cable which is 228 m from its nearest neighbor. At 10 Hz the array can form
7 one degree wide bieams to either side of broadside without aliasing. Additionally, 2 inter-
slial 1 degree heams are formed on either side of hroadside and three 2 degree beams are
formed utilizing one half the full aperture of the LBA.
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(C) Figure 4 shows the geographical coverage of these beams. The new LOB points
the array beams more seaward than originally planned. Because of the general orientation
of the array, it is ideally situated to *“‘look” between the ships in the shipping lanes to the
south. These lanes are nearly perpendicular to the beam axis.

(U) Much of the information contained in this synopsis of LBA characteristics and
capabilities was found in Ref. 1. Further inquiries regarding possible usage of the system
should be directed to: Commander, Naval Electronic Systems Command, attention:
Douglass W. Gaarde, PME-124-624, Washington, D.C. 20360.

OCEAN MEASUREMENTS AND ARRAY TECHNOLOGY (OMAT) SYSTEM

(C) The OMAT system is sponsored by Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency
(DARPA). The OMAT system was conceived and built for the purpose of investigating
the increases in array and array signal gain which might be obtained in the low frequency
region region from very long arrays.

(C) Figure 5 shows a possible configuration for the OMAT system. Each of the A
and B subarray inodules (Fig. 6), has 60 and 55 acoustic hydrophone groups respectively
and can be combined to form a symmetric geometrically tapered array of 230 hydrophone
groups with 4 hydrophones per group. The individual hydrophones in each hydrophone
group are 2.25 m apart. The taper ratio is 1.012 resulting in approximately a 4 to 1 ratio
between the narrowest and broadest hydrophone group spacings. The OMAT system in
its full configuration should be able to form beams 0.5 degree wide with adjacent clean
sweep areas greater than 40 dB down and plateaus greater than 20 dB down.

(U) The necessity of calibration of the array electronics has been eliminated by
utilizing a completely digital telemetry system for the acoustic and engineering data
channels,

(C) Figure 6 shows possible launch configurations. The whole system can be 20 km
or more in length from the end of the tag line to the array termination at the ship. In
spite of its length a specially equipped LSD can launch the system in 6 hours and recover
it in 12, The launch and recovery prccedures have been tested for suspended operation
with the system complete except for the acoustic modules of which only one small sub-
module was present. The submodule contained only a few acoustic channels. Several
minor problems were uncovered but the test was considered to validate the basic system
and the launch procedures. Other configurations have not been tested but are in practice
less complex than the suspenced mode of operation.

(U) In order to form optimal beams with a slowly oscillatit g suspended array, a high
frequency projector at one end of the array will operate in conjunction with bottom
mounted transponders to determine the array shape once every 15 minutes. A spare pro-
jector is mounted at the ather end of the array (see Fig. 7). This transponder time delay
information will be fed to a computer which will recalculate time delays to be used for
each hydrophone in forming beains.
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CONFIGURATION MODULES
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(C) The array has been designed for use in the very low frequency, 5 to 37.5 Hz,
regior.. Because of the large number of hydrophone channels involved, beam forming is
limited to 32 beams of 0.5° width with the beam sector centered at 30° from broadside.
Frequency processing can be done with either course (1.0 Hz) or fine (0.1 Hz) resolution
; on any of 112 hydrophone or beam outputs. In addition 48 vemier processing channels
are available with 10 and 1 mHz resolution. Sixteen lofargram channels are also present
in the processing system. The computer has software for periodically calculating among
other things, array shape, moments of the noise levels, histograms, spectrv n level vs sensor
position, and fluctuation statistics.

{U) Much of the information contained in this synopsis of the OMAT system capa-
bilities was found in Ref. 2. Further inquiries regarding the possible use of this system
for fluctuation studies should be made to: DARPA; Attn: Mr. Randy Cook; 1400 Wilson
Blvd.; Arlington, VA 22209.

MID FREQUENCY ARRAY (MFA)

(C) The MFA is a system sponsored by DARPA. The MFA has been built for the
purpose of investigating the limits of the increase in array and array signal gain obtainable
in the mid-frequency region from very long towed arrays.

(C) Figure 8 shows a schematic of the MFA configuration. The MFA consists of
256 acoustic and 10 nonacoustic sensors. There are 4 depth and 4 heading sensors spaced
evenly over the length of the active portion of the array with one heading and one depth
sensor occupying a single module 7.5 m in length. The tension and temperature sensors
are in a module just aft of the tow cable junction.

(C) The hydrophone groups are uniformly spaced with 2.5 m between group centers.
There are four hydrophones per group to reduce flow noise and balance hydrophone ac-
celeration. The array is designed to operate in the 25 to 300 Hz region. Three hundred
twisted pairs bearing the acoustic and nonacoustic signals on board the tow ship through
1500 m of tow caple. High and low speed vibration isolation modules (VIMs) of 180 m
each in length are mounted fore and a low speed VIM (180 m) only is mounted aft of the
acoustic portion of the array.

(C) Before going into the beamformer the hydrophone signals are first 500 Hz low
pass filtered and digitized, Because of the present limited memory capacity of the digital :
time delay beamformer only 32 full aperture beams or 64 half aperture or quarter aperture i
beams can be formed at any one time. However, different shadings and different apertures g
for the same steer angle may be examined simultaneously.

(U) Figure 9 shows a schematic of the data flow in the processing system. The ;

HP 21MX-E can perform 48 1024 pt, 1/2 second FFTs every 20 seconds. Alternately, 48, :
channel chan, 4 freq bands/chan, 64 pt 16 sec FFTs can be performed every 15 seconds :
in a select2d frequoncy band. These frequency data are stored on magnetic tape for later g
analysis by an HP 2100 computer and associated software. All 256 channcls of time series 3
hydrophone data are stored on HDDR tape for later playback. Real time spectrum ana-
lyzers (BQR-20, BQR-23%, HP 5420A) provide an additional frequency analysis capability. 1
1
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(C) Initial tests with this system are expected to commence this summer in the
Atlantic south of Bermiuda. Much of the information in this synopsis on the MFA was
obtained from correspondence with Jim Reese, of Code 7111, NOSC San Diego. Further
inquiries regarding the possible use of this system or its resultant data for fluctuation
studies should be made to: DARPA; Attn: Mr. R. Cook; 1400 Wilson Blvd.; Arlington,
VA 22209,

VERSATILE EXPERIMENTAL KEVLAR ARRAY (VEKA) SYSTEMS

(U) VEEKA systems were developed by NORDA as a lightweigh:, shipboard con-
figurable, acoustic measurement tool. Kevlar, a synthevic fiber, is utilized as the strength
member for the array cable. As a result, hydrophones may be broken out at any point
along the array and a minimal amount of flotation is needed to configure the system in
any of several modes. The VEKA system can be configurad as a bottomed, suspended, ;
vertical, or towed array; the first three of which may exist in any combination. 3

(U) Tests off New Zealand (Ref. 3), demonstrated the easy deployability and relia-
bility of a 6000 ft. Kevlar cabled suspended array in deep water. In December 1977
(Ref. 4), tests were conducted in the Gulf of Mexico by NORDA with a 40 acoustic and
4 nonacoustic chanuel VEKA. The array was 510 m and the tow cable was 1500 m in
length., The array was proposed o be towed in both a horizontal and vertical configura-
tion (see Figs. 10 and 11).

(U) Nonmultiplexed acoustic channel bandwidth of the various VEKAs is presenuly
5 to approximately 1000 Hz, If at some time ir the future the proposed RF link irom a
surface buoy to the analysis ship with its concomitant multiplexing of the data channels
is incorporated into the VEKA, the channel bandwidth could drop to 300 Hz depending
on the number of channels incorporated into the array. A proposed VEKA system could
accommodate array lengths up to 6000 m and transmission cables up to 9060 m with up 3
to 500 hydrophones.

AL Rt i A B S, g ieir

PRI

(U) Further information regarding present and future VEKA system capabilities and

characteristics should be directed to Rick Swenson, Naval Ocean Research and Develop-
ment Activity, Bay St. Louis, MS 39529. '
i

REFERENCES ﬂ
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(C) Fig. 11 — VEKA in vertical configuration (U)
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APPENDIX B

SYNOPSIS OF THE FLUCTUATION WORKSHOP PAPERS
NOT SUBMITTED FOR PUBLICATION (U)

(U) Of the 23 papers presented at the Workshop three were discussed in some detail
in Section II of Ref. 6, while 14 have been editorially summarized in the preceding section
and for five of these a synopsis was prepared because at the time no additional information
was available. The one by Mr. Keir on latest arrays is u.cluded in its entirety together with
all the other papers submitted for publication as Appendix A Ref. 6.

R. FLUM

(C) APETC consists of a group of engagement models devoted to detection of sub-
marines by sonobuoys. The fluctuation aspects of the models are treated as random
“draws’’ from a statistical population whose probability distribution simulates (but does not
duplicate) the fluctuation of a sonar parameter. The first model, APAIK, is devoted to air
launched sonobuoys. It has for each replication four Monte Cazlo “draws’’: (1) an operator
degradation factor which accounts for fluctuation in operator recognition differential
(2) an environment draw, which accounts for long term fluctuation of acoustic signals,
modeled as a zero mean r.ormally distributed random variable (3) a second environment
draw which accounts for the short term fluctuations in acoustic signals (4) a buoy variation
draw which accounts for deployment fluctuations of buoy to buoy. T'he second model,
APSURF, is devoted to surface launched sonobuoys. It has several Monte Carlo draws for
each replication of both active and passive modes. In tl.e active mode the draws are:

(1) fluctuations in source level of a single buoy from ping to ping (2) fluctuation of sonar
performance from sonar, say 3 sonars per convoy (3) fluctuation of acoustic signals with
long term duration, In the passive mode the Monte Car'o draws for each replication provide
estimate of standard deviation of target strength and relaxation time. The draws are:

(1) an environment draw to account for long term fluctuations, (2) an environment draw to
account for short term fluctuations within the duration of an integration time, (3) a similar
short term environmental fluctuation associated with helicopter launched sonobuoys. The
third model, APSUB, is devoted to submarine launched sonobuoys. It too has both active
and passive modes. In the active mode a Monte Carlo draw provides an estimate of the
standard deviation in source level from ping to ping based on transmission path. In the
passive mode attention is given to fluctuations in signals propagating in paths near the sur-
face out try convergence zones, for the geometry of one hostile submarine facing one
friendly submarine, A Monte Carlo draw provides an estimate of standard deviation for this
type fluctuation,
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(C)  As an overall comment on APETC it is important to realize that there is little
justification for the nambers used to correct for fluctuations. The basis of the Monte Carlo
trial is the Markov chain which remains an arbitrary choice. More work is needed to help
APETC. In particular, present models assume all components of the sonar equation are
statistically independent, There is need to investigate the correlations between components.

{U) Concerning validation, all models have been tested. However, they have been
found to be very sensitive to certain sonar parameters, particularly range of detecticn.

T. EWART

(U) An ubjective of project MATE is to study oceancgraphic phenomena by use of
“high frequency” scund. In such studies it is important to work with a single refractive
path. Hence there is a necessity to develop techniques for extracting one Fermat path from
a group of multipaths, The limit on resolution of paths is the size of the Fresnel zone. To
explore path isolation we have devised two experiments, both in the unsaturated regime,
and have assumed that the perturbations in sound transmission are caused by internal waves.
The first experiment is in a local fjord, source on one side, receiver on the other. The trans-
mitted signal is a known waveform (nariow band, broad band, pulsed tone, etc,). The
received signal is assumed to be a random time-dslayed version of this waveform with ran-
dom aniplitude, to which ambient noise has heen added during transmission, In the signal
processing the techniques of inverse filtering, matched filtering and miximum likelihood
have been used to obtain estimates of fluctuations in amplitude and time of arrival. It is
found that maximum likelihood yields the best results. The resolution into multipaths is
obtained by the technique of sequential pulsing. Data has been obtained for frequencies
at 4, 8, and 13 Hz. A noticeable feature of the data is the dominacing effect of tides which
is clearly evident. Theoretical analysis compared with experiment showed that geometric
optics gives best agreement with data on phase fluctuations, but fails to agree with data on
amplitude fluctuation. The latter should be calculated from the JASON diffraction
parameter.

(U)  The second experiment is at the Cobb seamount, et a range of 18 km where the
ocean at the depih of the experiment does fit the Garrett-Munk model of internal waves.
A moored sensor was used in conjuntion with a 12 Hz signal to obtain reasonable estimates
of internal wave phenomena.

A. ELLINTHORPE

(C) The objective of our research is 1o develop an underwater communication
system in which the sensors are Lo be mounted on the hull of varships., The intended range
1s 100 nmi. and the frequencies in question span 500 to 5000 Hz. Our present concern is
the degrading effect on ocean-induced flucwuations. Since communication signaling is &
scquence of pulses we must study the transmission of transients, A typical transient is a
delta function. After transmission it is no longer a delta but appears spreacd out ir. anipli-
tude. The amp'itudes are randomly distributed. Tt is found that the propability is more
like Rayleigh vhan log-nonnal: however, both are hypotheses.
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(C) Our approach is to do experiments at sea. Formerly we used the AFAR range,
but we now use submarines for our communications ¢xperiments, particularly the Nautilus,
When the path of the communication signal is near the surface of the sea we think we under-
stand the propagation well enough. It is a random modulation process. Actually we vse the
Pierson-Moskowitz model of surface waves, and deal with a modulation of a carrier that
results in two side bands. We experimented and signal processed the data to find an empirical
probability distribution for amplitude of received signal. We compared this with the log nor-
mal and Rayleigh distributions, arnd found that the data for surface paths more nearly agrees
with the Rayleigh distribution. We next undertook to study fluctuavions due to internal
waves, We isolated 1 single ray path and performed towed array experiments, In particular,
we measured the variance of sound speed fluctuations with depth and found iuat portions of
it roughly agree with the Garett-Munk modei. We then made plots of [12(Z)] vs. depth, cor-
relation time vs. frequency, and roughness scales of the bottom, Several conclusions were
drawn from our work, (1) transmitted signals aiong direct paths which fall into the category
of unsaturated statistics fits the log normal distribution, while saturated paths fit the Ray-
leigh distribution. (2) Bottom effects on fluctuation associated with ship movien are much
stronger than volume effects. (3) Most of the experiments present evidence of good direct
path propagation followed by strong randomization of received signal caused by hottom
roughness. Understanding bottom effects remains to this day our chief problem.

W. JOBST

(U) When sovrce-receiver pairs are in relalive motion the acoustic field can be re-
garded as momentarily frozen, during which time the receiver moves through the field, The
received pressure waveform is sampled by individual hydrophones of an array of hydro-
phones, and the spatial coherence between pairs of hydrophones can be calculated for the
specific moment of freeze. In the following moment a new portion of the frozen field is
sampled, and a different spatial coherence is measured. Thus the spatial coherence matrix
which accounts fo1 all pairs of hydrophones in the array becomes a function of time. A
critical parameter in determing the statistics of this spatial coherence matrix is the time-
bandwidth of the signal processor. Particularly, if the integration time is too long the statis-
tics become uonstationary.

(U) 1t isthe purpose of this study to use data froia recent experiments in the Atlantic
and Pacific to characterize the coherence of signals in wne context of moving source/receiver.

(C) The experiment actually considered had a source centerad at 88.8 Hz, and a mov-
ing receiver of conventional type, The range was 200 nmi. and reception was both on omni
and on bearuform. From the received data a plot of transmission loss vs, tim2 ~vas made, and
its mean and variance calculated. Then the data was used to calculate coherec = *n gpace,
time and frequency. To calculate spatial correlation coherence we took the »7¢10 .ng time to
e 40 minutes, Although one expected (and found) quite a bit of change (.. i~ .. . structure
with range, the data showed that the spatial correlation index in deep Geesn paths is near
unity, The data was also calculated to produce plots of temporal coherence vs. time, and it
was found that the decorrelation time was about 8C sec. A plot of correlation envelope vs,
time was also made. The results pointed up the importance of projector motion, hence the
importance of placing an accelerometer on the projector to monitor its motion,
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(U) Asaresult of the data reduction exercise reported here the spatial coherence of the
received field was ¢btained as a function of array orientation, arrival angle of the multipath
, and spread in arrival angies over different multipatlis; the temporal coherence was obtained as
! a function of the source ship speed; and the frequency coherence was obtained as a function
of iime.
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APPENDIX C
A REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANT PAPERS ON

FLUCTUATIONS AT THE 94th ASA MEETING

S. Hanish

(See Volume 1 -- Unclassified)
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